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Around The Capitol 








PRESIDENT CALLS FOR $3.5 BILLION ARMS BUILDUP 


President Kennedy’s July 25 address to the nation 
on the Berlin crisis, in which he called for immediate 
increases in military manpower and defense spending in 
order to defend ‘‘our rights and commitments,’’ set off 
a week of accelerated activity on Capitol Hill. The Presi- 
dent’s speech was followed the next day by formal re- 
quests to Congress for the authority and funds to carry 
out his proposed program. Defense Secretary Robert S. 
McNamara and other military spokesmen went before 
Congressional Appropriations Committees to spell out 
plans for a defense buildup. Congressional leaders 
voiced support for the President’s program, but Repub- 
licans cautioned that, in view of Mr. Kennedy’s requests 
for nearly $3.5 billion in new military-civil defense 
funds, non-defense spending must be held down. High- 
lights of the President’s speech and related develop- 
ments: 

U.S. Position. {[n his radio-television address, Mr. 
Kennedy said the rights of the allied powers to remain 
in Berlin were ‘‘clear and firmly rooted’’ and ‘‘we have 
given our word that an attackin that city will be regarded 
as an attack upon us all.’’ He said ‘‘we will at all times 
be ready to talk, if talk will help, but we must also be 
ready to resist with force, if forceisused.’’ The Presi- 
dent said his proposed actions were part of a long-term 
buildup in strength which began in January, but these 
measures now must be speeded up ‘‘to make clear our 
determination and ability to defend our rights at all 
costs.’’ ‘‘We intend to have a wider choice than humilia- 
tion or all-out nuclear action,’’ he said. The President 
said he would not hesitate to request ‘‘more men, taxes, 
controls or other new powers’’ to ‘‘meet this threat to 
peace,’’ and his proposals ‘‘will be constantly studied 
and altered as necessary.’’ (For text, see p. 1319) 

Manpower Requests. The President said in his 
speech that to fill out the present Army Divisions, and 
to make more men available for prompt deployment, he 
would request an increase in the Army’s total authorized 
strength from 875,000 to approximately one million; an 
increase of 29,000 in the Navy, and 63,000 in the Air 
Force. To fulfill these needs, he said he was ordering 
that draft calls be doubled and tripled and he also would 
ask Congress for authority to order toactive duty certain 
ready reserve units and individual reservists, to extend 
tours of duty, and to order to active duty a number of air 
transport squadrons and Air National Guard tactical air 
squadrons, (For text of Joint Resolution requesting tem- 
porary authority, see p. 1322) 

Budget Requests. Mr. Kennedy said he would ask 
Congress for $3,247,000,000 more military appropria- 
tions than he previously had requested. (Weekly Report 
p. 512, 880) He said about $1.8 billion would be for pro- 
curement of non-nuclear weapons, ammunition and equip- 
ment; that many ships and planes previously scheduled for 
retirement would be retained or reactivated, and the anti- 
submarine warfare program expanded. In addition, he said 
he would request $207 million more in civil defense funds, 
bringing the total new obligational authority requests for 
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defense to $47.5 billion for the year. He said this would 
be an increase in the defense budget of $6 billion since 
January. (The President July 20 issued an Executive 
Order transferring civil defense responsibility from the 
Office of Civil and Defense Mobilization to the Pentagon 
as announced in his May 25 Special Message to Congress 
on Urgent National Needs -- Weekly Report p. 919) Ina 
July 26 letter to Congress the President spelled out his 
exact budgetary requests. Of the additional $3.5 billion 
new obligational authority requested, $751 million was for 
military personnel, $743 million for operation and main- 
tenance, $1.8 billion for procurement and $207 million 
for civil defense. (For breakdown, see p. 1321) 

The Budget Bureau July 26 released revised 1962 
budget estimates showing estimated expenditures of $87.7 
billion, receipts of $82.4 billion and a deficit of $5.3 billion 
(see box), This represented an increase of $3.4 billion 
in expenditures and $1 billion in receipts since the last 
complete Kennedy Administration estimate of the fiscal 
1962 budget made March 28 when the President foresaw 
a 1962 deficit of $2.8 billion (Weekly Report p. 512), Ad- 
ditional expenditures of $724 million for space, military 
and other purposes were projected in his May 25 Special 
Message on Urgent National Needs. The actual expendi- 
tures for fiscal 1962 resulting from the President’s July 
26 request would total $2.7 billion -- $2.6 billion for the 
Armed Forces and $140 million for civil defense. In 
increasing receipt estimates from $81.4 billion (the March 
28 figure) to $82.4 billion, the Budget Bureau explained 
that increased defense outlays plus an improvement of the 
business climate would produce an additional billion 
dollars income. 

(Aninterim report issued July 26 by the Joint Con- 
gressional Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation sug- 
gested that the fiscal 1962 deficit might be substantially 
higher than the Budget Bureau’s July 26 figure of $5.3 
billion. Based on figures assembled prior to the Presi- 
dent’s July 26 message, the Committee predicted a deficit 
of $4.9 billion. The Committee estimated that some -- 
but not all -- of any increased defense outlays would be 
returned to the Treasury through higher tax revenues 
resulting from increased incomes and profits.) 


Reaction 


Republican Congressional leaders July 27 issued a 
statement pledging their ‘‘complete support’’ of the Presi- 
dent in the Berlin crisis. Senate GOP Leader Everett 
McKinley Dirksen (Ill.) termed the speech a ‘‘firm, frank, 
forceful report,’’ and added that spending on unnecessary 
projects must be held down. House Republican Leader 
Charles A. Halleck (Ind.) said ‘‘a new presidential mes- 
sage to the Congress proposing cut-backs on domestic 
spending would be most appropriate,’’ and Sen, Styles 
Bridges (R N.H.), chairman of the Republican Policy 
Committee, said he thought the Administration ‘‘will have 
to consider new taxes unless our revenues jump by far 
greater bounds than anticipated.”’ 
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House Speaker Sam Rayburn (D Texas) said the Presi- 
dent was being ‘‘pretty judicious; he is not asking now for 
a tax increase; we certainly have to depend on his judg- 
ment.’’ Rayburn said he believed the speech ‘‘will con- 
vince the people at this time when we may be facing a 
serious crisis.’’ Chairman J. William Fulbright (D Ark.) 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee said he was 
sure the ‘‘very fine speech’’ would ‘‘help clarify any 
possible misunderstandings between ourselves and the 
leaders of the Soviet Union regarding the U.S. position.’’ 
Sen. Harry F. Byrd (D Va.), chairman of the Senate 
Finance Committee, said it must be recognized that 
‘‘once military build-up of this magnitude is started it 
will continue a long time,’’ and ‘‘the President’s atten- 
tion should be turned immediately to curtailment of all 
non-defense expenditures...which may be desirable but 
not absolutely necessary.’’ Senate Democratic Leader 
Mike Mansfield (Mont.) called on the Senate to pass Mr. 
Kennedy’s proposals to raise postal rates and close tax 
loopholes, and said that would be a vital ‘‘belt-tightening.’’ 

Former Vice President Richard M. Nixon July 26 
issued a statement that the President’s ‘‘stern warning’’ 
should receive the support of all Americans ‘‘regardless 
of party.’’ Nixon said ‘‘only this kind of firm policy in 
dealing with the Communists has a chance to keep the 
peace without surrender.’’ He urged this four-point 
follow-up: ‘‘Stop Castro’s outlaw operations in the Ameri- 
cas; break the Soviet filibuster on atomic testing; put 
some backbone into America’s fight against admitting 
Red China to the United Nations, and shelve all new 
spending programs not directly necessary for national 
defense.”’ 


Congressional Actions 


Senate Action. Defense Secretary McNamara July 
26-27 testified at closed hearings of the Senate Appro- 
priations and Armed Services Commitees on Adminis- 
tration proposals. The Armed Services Committee July 
27 approved the President’s resolution authorizing him 
to call up combat forces (S J Res 120) and a bill empower- 
ing him to acquire a $958,570,000 ‘‘priority’’ list of air- 
planes, missiles, ships and other items (S 2311). Chair- 
man Richard B. Russell (D Ga.)saidS 2311 was approved 
unanimously, while Sen, Francis Case (RS.D.)casta vote 
against S J Res 120. Case said he wanted to make sure 
those with the least actual service would be the first 
called to duty. In his testimony, McNamara said: the 
planned buildup of fighting forces would rely first on 
volunteers, then on the draft and finally on call up of 
selected units and individual specialists; the September 
draft call would go up to 20,000 men (the Defense De- 
partment July 26 boosted its August call from 8,000 
to 13,000); the Administration planned to have in the 
continental U.S, by the end of 1961 eight combat-ready 
divisions -- six Army and two Marine Corps - with about 
225,000 men added to all services including the Navy; 
the overall aim of a $3.5 billion increase in defense funds 
was to prepare to cope with not only Berlin but ‘‘Com- 
munist threats and pressure all around the globe’’; of 
the $207 million civil defense request, $93 million would 
cover the cost of a national program for community 
shelters, to be available by December 1962; to strengthen 
strategic capabilities, 50 percent of B-52 and B-47 nu- 
clear bomb carrying planes would be put on a 15-minute 
ground alert immediately. 





New 1962 Budget Estimates 


Following are the revised fiscal 1962 budget estimates 
released July 26 by the Budget Bureau: 


(in millions) 
Surplus (+) 
or 
Receipts Expenditures Deficit (-) 





January 16, 1961 budget $82,333 $80,865 + $1,468 
March 28, 1961 revision: 
Recommended program 
changes, except de- 
fense, and added reve- 
nue from increased 
economic activity gen- 





erated by new proposals '+900 +2,322 -1,422 

Total $83,233 $83,187 $ +46 
Reestimates of January 

budget program - 1,800 +417 -2,217 





Revised estimate, bud- 
get totals $81,433 $83,604 $-2,171 


March 28, 1961 recom- 
mended program changes 
in Department of Defense, 
military functions 


March 28, 1961 revised 
expenditure total $81,433 $84,259 $-2,826 


May 25, 1961 propo- 
sals for urgent 


+655 -655 











national needs +724 -724 
May 25, 1961 revised 
expenditure total $84,983 


July 25, 1961 proposals 
for added defense 
and civil defense ?,1,000 +2,740 -1,740 





July 25, 1961 revised 
totals $82,433 $87,723 $-5,290 


‘Represents revenues estimated to be generated by all program changes proposed by 
present administration through March 28, 1961. 

2Represents revenues estimated to be generated by May 25 and July 25 program pro- 
posals and improvement in economic outlook since March 28, 1961. 











House Action. Passage of a resolution (H Con Res 
351) introduced by Rep. Cornelius E. Gallagher (D N.J.), 
backing the President’s position on Berlin, was blocked 
July 26 by Rep. Michael A, Feighan (D Ohio), who said it 
was too weak because ‘‘it calls for nothing more than a 
retention of the status quo.’’ The resolution had been 
approved unanimously by the Foreign Affairs Committee, 
but Feighan said he would not allow it to be considered 
without Rules Committee action unless given assurance 
he could offer another one (H Con Res 354) supporting 
the principle of self-determination in Berlin and all 
Germany. House Speaker Sam Rayburn (D Texas) 
July 27 said the House would vote July 31 on legislation 
(H J Res 505) relating to the President’s manpower 
reques* but a bill (HR 8353) for increased defense au- 
thorizations must await Rules Committee action. 

Secretary of State Dean Rusk July 27 told a news 
conference there was a possibility of ‘‘peaceful adjust- 
ment’ of the Berlin issue and an Aug. 5-8 western Foreign 
Ministers meeting in Paris would consider ways of ap- 
proaching the Soviets on negotiating the situation. 
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Floor Action 








OMNIBUS FARM BILL PASSED BY THE SENATE 


The Senate July 26 passed a modified version of the 
Administration’s omnibus farm bill (S 1643), giving the 
Secretary of Agriculture new weapons to attack the sur- 
plus wheat and feed grain problem and extending and 
broadening various other agricultural programs. After 
passage by voice vote, the bill went to the House. 

Two days of debate on the bill were largely given 
over to the peripheral but important question of whether 
farmer cooperatives should be granted immunity from 
antitrust laws, as proposed in S 1643, Opponents of the 
new provisions succeeded in knocking out a key section 
strongly supported by farm state Senators. 

The only other major provision of the bill which ran 
into stiff opposition was the one-year extension of the 
1961 Emergency Feed Grains Program (PL 87-5). (For 
provisions, see Weekly Report p. 479) Anamendment by 
Sen. John J. Williams (R Del.) to strike the extension 
was beaten by a 36-59 roll-call vote; 26 Republicans and 
10 Democrats supported the amendment, and 51 Demo- 
crats and 8 Midwestern Republicans opposed it. (For 
voting, see chart p. 1329) Williams said the 1961 pro- 
gram was havinga ‘‘trial run’’ and ‘‘noone in the Admini- 
stration has the slightest idea whether it will be a suc- 
cess or not.’’ Allen J, Ellender (DLa.), Chairman of the 
Agriculture Committee and floor manager for the bill, 
said the 1961 program will ‘‘save the taxpayers approxi- 
mately $500 million.’’ 

President Kennedy, in a July 24 letter tothe Chair- 
men of the House and Senate Agriculture Committees, 
strongly urged extension of the feed grains program. 
(For text, see p. 1322) 

The President also called the bill ‘‘a constructive 
piece of farm legislation,’’ even though it did not include 
Administration-backed provisions giving the Secretary 
of Agriculture broad new authority to draw up com- 
modity stabilization programs subject only to a veto by 
Congress. (Weekly Report p. 427) 

The House began debate on its version of the bill 
(HR 8283) July 26. It was reported by the House Agri- 
culture Committee July 22 (H Rept 754) and was similar 
to the Senate bill in most respects. (For major dif- 
ferences, see box on p. 1307) The Senate Committee 
reported its bill July 17 (S Rept 566). (For details of 
Senate and House Committee actions, see Weekly Report 
p. 1241, 1268, 1269) 


ANTITRUST ISSUE 


Two sections of the Senate bill dealing with farmer 
cooperatives raised the greatest controversy on the floor. 
One section, supported by the Administration and retained 
in the bill as passed, clarified and affirmed the right of 
cooperatives to join in federations and, in so doing, to 
engage in any activity that a single cooperative can law- 
fully do. The other section, opposed by the Department of 
Justice and eliminated from the bill by the Senate, would 
have permitted cooperatives to merge with or acquire 
other cooperatives or corporations. The Secretary of 
Agriculture would have been given the authority to break 


up such mergers or acquisitions only if they resulted in an 
‘‘undue’’ increase in prices of the products marketed by 
the cooperative involved, but not if they tended to lessen 
competition or create a monopoly, the traditional antitrust 
language. Secretary of Agriculture Orville L, Freeman 
July 24 said he was in agreement with ‘‘the spirit’’ of 
the proposal, although the Agriculture Department did 
not sponsor it. The House bill contained no provisions 
on federations, mergers or acquisitions by cooperatives. 

The antitrust immunity provision was included in the 
bill when the Committee adopted, by a reported9-8 vote, 
an amendment offered by William Proxmire (D Wis.). 
Proponents said the amendment was necessary because 
of a May 2, 1960 unanimous Supreme Court decision 
which held, in the Maryland and Virginia Milk Producers 
case, that farm cooperatives were liable to prosecution 
under several provisions of the Sherman and Clayton 
Antitrust Acts. The cooperatives have been seeking 
immunity from the antitrust laws and the surveillance of 
Department of Justice officials since that time. 

The fight in the Senate was on five amendments, 
three of which were offered by Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.), 
Chairman of the Antitrust and Monopoly Subcommittee 
of the Senate Judiciary Committee. Kefauver tried July 
25 to knock out the section permitting two or more co- 
operatives to act jointly in a federation to perform those 
acts which farmers acting together in one cooperative 
could perform. The amendment was defeated by a 39-57 
roll-call vote. 

Kefauver July 26 tried to amend the same provision 
by adding language applying the antitrust laws to the 
actions of cooperative federations, but the effort was 
defeated by a 40-53 roll-call vote. 

Later in the day, however, another Kefauver amend- 
ment, to delete the section permitting cooperative mer- 
gers or acquisitions and exempting them from antitrust 
action by the Department of Justice, was approved by 
a 50-39 roll-call vote. An attempt by Russell B. Long 
(D La.) to restore the language but to authorize the 
Secretary of Agriculture to prohibit such mergers or 
acquisitions when they lessened competition or created 
a monopoly was killed by a 41-37 roll-call vote adopting 
a Kefauver motion to table Long’s amendment, An 
amendment by Jack Miller (R lowa) to the Long amend- 
ment would have designated the Attorney General rather 
than the Secretary of Agriculture as the official respon- 
sible for determining whether a merger or acquisition 
lessened competition or created a monopoly. The Miller 
amendment was defeated by a 32-42 roll-call vote. (For 
voting on all amendments, see chart p. 1329) 

During debate on the amendments Kefauver said the 
two sections were ‘‘contrary to the basic tenets of free 
enterprise and unrestrained competition.’’ Although 
devoted to the cooperative movement, he added, he was 
‘‘unalterably opposed to monopoly power, no matter 
where it be found,’’ Kefauver said he was trying to 
protect the small competitor against restraint of trade, 
boycotting, predatory blacklisting or other discrimination, 
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Definitions of Terms 


Parity is a formula to measure the purchasing 
power of farm prices. Ifa bushel of corn sells for 
100 percent of parity, the proceeds of that sale will 
buy as much as the price of a bushel of corn brought 
during the base period. For commodities subject to 
old parity the base period is 1910-14, while for 
modern parity the base is the most recent 10 
years. 

Basic commodities are wheat, corn, cotton, 
rice, peanuts and tobacco, 

Mandatory price supports are supports required 
by law, either at a specified level or within a speci- 
fied range. 

Permissive price supports are supports which 
may or may not be granted, at administrative discre- 
tion. Discretion may be complete or the administra- 
tive officer may be required to base his decision on 
specified criteria. 

Rigid or fixed price supports are fixed guaran- 
tees. They do not fluctuate from the specified level. 

Flexible, sliding-scale, or variable price sup- 
ports fluctuate within a specified range, depending on 
supply and sometimes other factors. The support 
level for a commodity rises as supply declines, and 
declines as supply rises. 

Acreage allotments are the area of land which 
may be used to produce specified crops which are 
subject to controls. The national allotment is ap- 
portioned by stages to individual farms. (For wheat, 
the national allotment is 55 million acres.) Non- 
compliance affects eligibility for price supports. 
Allotments may be imposed alone, or they may be 
accompanied by marketing quotas. 

Marketing quotas are quantities of crops grown 
on acreage allotments. Penalties may be imposed on 
farmers who exceed their quotas. Farmers vote on 
whether or not to accept marketing quotas when they 
are proclaimed. The level of price supports is re- 
duced if quotas are rejected by more than one-third 
of the farmers voting. 

Farm marketing excess is the estimated normal 
crop production on acreage that exceeds the farm 
allotment and is computed only when a marketing 
quota is in effect. 

Normal yield is the quantity of a crop which 
normally is produced on a given quantity of land in 
a given area, National acreage allotments and indi- 
vidual marketing quotas are based on normal yield 
formulas, 

Diverted acreage is farm land on which the 
farmer is required to stop production of a crop. 

Marketing agreements and marketing orders are 
devices designed to maintain orderly marketing prac- 
tices by handlers of raw or processed commodities, 
and are initiated by producers, They may set stand- 
ards controlling such matters as quality, maturity, 
rate of marketing, minimum prices, and packaging. 
Participants in sanctioned agreements and orders 
are protected against antitrust prosecution, An 
agreement -- to which the Secretary of Agriculture 
is a party -- binds only those whosign. An order -- 
issued by the Secretary -- also binds non-signers 
who come within its terms, 









































John O, Pastore (D R.1.) said the Secretary of Agri- 
culture was not the proper official to assume responsibil- 
ity for policing the cooperatives. He saida Secretary may 
be interested in consumers ‘‘incidentally’’ but ‘‘usually 
he is a man who is sympathetic to the farmers of 
America,’’ Pastore warned against going too far ‘‘in 
protecting the sacred cow of agriculture’’ at the expense 
of consumer interests. 

Russell B, Long (D La.) led the fight to retain the 
provisions in the bill. He said, ‘‘The problem is not 
that these cooperatives are too strong, but instead that 
they are too weak,’’ He said it was necessary for farm- 
ers to organize to marke:, process and merchandise 
their products to enable them to get better prices. 
‘*The farmer is a member ofa segment of our economy,”’ 
he added, ‘‘which is getting about half the income of 
the other segment of the economy.’’ 

George D, Aiken (R Vt.) said there was ‘‘an intensive 
war’’ going on against farm cooperatives in an effort to 
put them out of business. He charged that the effort was 
being spearheaded by the Attorney General’s office. 

PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, S 1643 
contained the following major provisions: 

Title I, Supply Adjustment and Price Stabilization: 

1. Authorized the Secretary of Agriculture to consult 
with farmers, farm organizations and other groups in 
order to receive advisory opinions in developing new or 
revised agricultural programs involving supply adjust- 
ments or marketing regulations. It required that any 
necessary changes in the agricultural program be sub- 
mitted to Congress in the form of legislative proposals. 

2. Established a 1962 wheat control program which: 

Required, as a condition for receiving price sup- 
ports, a mandatory 10 percent cut in wheat acreage 
allotments, with the land diverted to conservation uses 
and with a cash or in-kind payment on such acreage 
set at 40 percent of the value of the land’s 1959-60 
average annual yield. 

Permitted an additional voluntary reduction in wheat 
acreage of 30 percent, with a 50 percent cash or in-kind 
payment, 

Strengthened provisions penalizing farmers for pro- 
ducing more than their allotments and increased the 
rate of penalty on the farm marketing excess from 45 
to 65 percent of parity. 

Reduced the 15-acre exemption from acreage allot- 
ments to 13.5 acres or the highest average acreage 
planted to wheat in 1959, 1960 or 1961, whichever was 
less. 

Repealed the 200-bushel marketing quota exemption. 

Authorized the Secretary of Agriculture to increase 
the durum wheat acreage allotment when the supply 
situation warranted. 

Permitted 50 percent of any payment to participating 
producers be made in advance of determining perform- 
ance, 

3. Established a 1962 feed grains program which: 

Required a 20 percent reduction in corn, grain 
sorghum or barley acreage in order to be eligible for 
price supports and provided a 50 percent payment in 
cash or in kind for the diverted acreage, which must be 
put to conservation uses. 

Authorized an additional 20 percent reduction in 
corn, grain sorghum or barley acreage, witha 60 percent 
in-kind payment. Producers were permitted in lieu of 
this payment to devote the diverted acreage to castor- 
beans, guarbeans, safflower, sunflower or sesame. 
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Senate, House Bills Compared 


The following are the major differences between 
the omnibus farm bill (S 1643) passed by the Senate 
July 26 and the bill (HR 8230) reported by the House 
Agriculture Committee July 22 (H Rept 754): 

Title I, Supply Adjustment. 

The House bill set payments for wheat acreage 
diversion at 50 percent for the mandatory 10 percent 
reduction and at 60 percent for the additional 30 
percent voluntary reduction. The Senate bill estab- 
lished payments at 40 percent and 50 percent. 

The House bill extended marketing order au- 
thority to peanuts and apples produced in New Jersey, 
Indiana, Maryland and California. These items were 
not included in the Senate bill. The House bill did not 
extend marketing order eligibility to any of the other 
crops provided for in the Senate bill except cran- 
berries for canning or freezing, turkeys and apples 
produced in New York, Michigan and the New England 
States. Nor did the House bill extend coverage to all 
other commodities except those specifically exempt- 
ed, as did the Senate bill. 

The House bill extended the National Wool Act 
for five years, the Senate for three years. 

Title II, Agricultural Trade Development. 

House bill provided an open-end authorization 
for the foreign currency sales program, while the 
Senate bill increased the sales program authoriza- 
tion by $4.5 billion, The House bill also required 
that contracts in excess of $5 million be submitted 
to the House and Senate Agriculture Committees for 
review 15 days before taking effect. The Senate bill 
did not contain this provision. 

The House bill authorized the dollar sale of 
foreign currencies to American tourists. This was 
not included in the Senate bill. 

Title III, Agricultural Credit. 

The House bill increased the operating loan limit 
to $30,000, rather than the Senate’s $40,000. 

The House bill authorized loans up to $30,000 to 
soil conservation districts to purchase farm equip- 
ment to be rented to farmers. The Senate bill did 
not contain this provision. 

The House bill increased the limit on water facil- 
ities loans to associations to $500,000 instead of $1 
million as provided by the Senate. 

Title IV, General. 

The House bill did not contain the Senate bill’s 
provisions on farmer cooperatives. 

The House bill extended the school milk program 
through June 30, 1967 and the veterans and Armed 
Forces dairy program through Dec. 31, 1964, The 
Senate bill did not contain these provisions. 























Exempted malting barley from the production limi- 
tations required as a condition of price support for corn, 
grain sorghum and barley. 

Permitted the Secretary of Agriculture to limit par- 
ticipation in the 1962 feed grains program if he determ- 
ined that was necessary to prevent or alleviate a shortage 
caused by a drought or other disaster. 

4. Extended marketing order authority to cherries 
and cranberries for canning and freezing, turkeys, hatch- 
ing eggs for turkeys and chickens, apples produced in New 
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York, New England and Michigan and all other commodi- 
ties not currently covered except cotton, honey, peanuts, 
rice, wheat, corn, grain sorghums, cottonseed, flaxseed, 
oats, barley, rye, sugarcane, sugarbeets, wool, mohair, 
livestock, poultry (other than turkeys), eggs, fruits and 
vegetables for canning or freezing (other than cherries 
and cranberries) and apples (other than those covered 
above or those already covered), Marketing order au- 
thority was removed from tobacco and soybeans. The 
section provided for marketing order research and de- 
velopment programs under milk marketing orders and 
advertising programs for all commodities. 

5. Extended the National Wool Act for three years, 
from March 31, 1962 to March 31, 1965. 

Title II, Agricultural Trade Development: 

Extended the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954 (PL 480) for three years, from 
December 31, 1961 to December 31, 1964, 

Increased an existing $11.25 billion authorization for 
the surplus agricultural commodity foreign currency 
sales program by $4.5 billion, with a limit of $2.5 billion 
on sales in any one year, Required that exchange rates 
applicable to these sales be as favorable as those at 
which U.S, agencies can buy foreign currencies. 

Provided for the donation of up to $900 million in 
surplus commodities, plus carryover funds, for emer- 
gency disaster relief and economic development over the 
three-year period of the Act’s extension, thus continuing 
an annual $300 million authorization for this program. 

Broadened the program to promote the dollar sales 
of surplus commodities abroad through long-term con- 
tracts by making clear that such sales were not retricted 
to underdeveloped areas for economic development pur- 
poses or to the sale of commodities intended for con- 
sumption in the purchasing country. It required that 
in making such sales reasonable precautions be taken to 
safeguard usual U.S. marketings and to avoid undue dis- 
ruption of world prices or markets and to ensure that pri- 
vate trade channels were used tothe maximum extent pos- 
sible. It also placedinthe President rather than the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture responsibility for the negotiation of 
agreements with other nations under this program. 

Permitted the allocation of foreign currencies for use 
in scientific and educational activities and audio-visual 
materials without appropriation. 

Title III, Consolidated Farmers Home Administra- 
tion Act of 1961: 

Consolidated and modernized the authorities admin- 
istered by the Farmers Home Administration for real 
estate, operating, emergency and water facilities loans 
for farmers who cannot get credit elsewhere on reason- 
able terms by (a) broadening authority for loans on less 
than family-size farms, (b) providing that both direct 
and insured real estate loans could be made at 100 per- 
cent of the normal value of the security property instead 
of direct loans at 100 percent and insured loans at 90 
percent, (c) enlarging refinancing loan authority, (d) in- 
creasing authority for water facilities loans to associa- 
tions serving non-farm rural residents and increasing 
the limit on such loan from $250,000 to $1 million, (e) 
applying a maximum 40-year repayment period and five 
percent interest rate to water facilities loans, (f)extend- 
ing real estate loans toholders of leaseholds, (g) increas- 
ing the operating loan limit from $20,000 to $40,000 on the 
condition that not more than 25 percent of available funds 
be used for loans in excess of $15,000 instead of $10,000 
as under existing law, (h) authorizing the Secretary of 
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Agriculture to participate in operating loans with other 
lending agencies, and (i) extending the limit on renewal 
of seven-year operating loans from three to five years. 

Title IV, General: 

Reaffirmed Congressional policy of aiding and en- 
couraging farmer cooperatives as an effective means to 
meet production, marketing and other farmer needs. 

Clarified and affirmed the right of farmers to act 
jointly in federations of cooperative associations. 

Extended to Dec, 31, 1971 the final date for entering 
into contracts under the Great Plains Conservation 
program. Under existing law contracts under the pro- 
gram terminate by Dec, 31, 1971, thus cutting off the 
writing of new 10-year contracts after January 1, 1962. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

July 25 -- Spessard L. Holland (D Fla.) -- Exempt 
from repeal until Jan. 1, 1962 the special livestock loan 
authority in the act of April 6, 1949. Voice vote. 

Milton R, Young (R N.D.) -- Permit any farmer who 
had durum wheat acreage in the past twoyears to receive 
an acreage allotment increase, if the Secretary of 
Agriculture increases the national allotment because of 
a shortage, without having to plant 100 percent durum 
wheat. Voice. 

Karl E, Mundt (R S.D.) -- Require wheat farmers to 
keep their diverted acreage free of grasshoppers, weeds 
and rodents. Voice. 

Jack Miller (R lowa) -- Provide that payments in 
cash or in kind may be made on diverted acreage equiv- 
alent to 20 percent of the average acreage on the farm 
planted to corn and grain sorghum or barley in 1959-60, 
or up to 20 acres, whichever is greater. Voice, 

John J, Williams (R Del.) -- Require holding of a ref- 
erendum prior to issuance of an initial marketing order 
and require that the order be fully described on the ballot. 
Voice, 

July 26 -- Eugene J. McCarthy (D Minn.) -- Make 
hatching eggs for turkeys and chickens eligible for 
marketing orders. Voice. 

Mundt -- Delete provision removing the PL 480 
requirement that dollar payments for farm surpluses be 
made in ‘‘approximately equal annual amounts’’. Voice. 

Frank Church (D Idaho) -- Add honey to those com- 
modities exempted from marketing orders. Standing. 

Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) -- Delete provision 
authorizing cooperative associations to acquire or merge 
with any other association or corporation engaged in the 
same or related activity and making clear that such a 
merger or acquisition would not in itself bea violation of 
of the Clayton Antitrust Act. Roll-call vote, 50-39. 

Ralph W. Yarborough (D Texas) -- Add lambs to 
those commodities exempted from marketing orders. 
Standing vote, 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

July 25 -- Quentin N. Burdick (D N.D.) -- Exempt 
from the mandatory 10 percent wheat acreage cut wheat 
farmers in disaster areas whose production is less than 
50 percent of the 1959-60 average. Voice. 

Kefauver -- Delete section clarifying and reaffirming 
the right of two or more cooperative associations to act 
jointly in a federation, or through agencies in common, 
to perform those acts which farmers acting together in 
one such association may lawfully perform. Roll-call 
vote, 39-57. 

July 26 -- Williams (Del.) -- Delete one-year 
extension of the 1961 Feed Grains Program. Roll-call, 
36-59. 





Kefauver -- Apply the antitrust laws to two or more 
cooperative associations which join in a federation to 
perform those acts which a single cooperative may 
lawfully perform. Roll-call, 40-53. 

Thomas H. Kuchel (R Calif.) -- Require that im- 
ported dates meet the competitive standards imposed on 
American dates. Standing vote. 

Russell B. Long (D La.) -- Restore provision elim- 
inated through acceptance of the Kefauver amendment 
(above), but authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
prohibit such acquisitions or mergers if they lessened 
competition or created a monopoly. Motion to table 
adopted by roll call, 41-37. 

Miller -- Amend the Long amendment (above) to 
substitute the Attorney General for the Secretary of 
Agriculture as the official to determine whether a coop- 
erative merger or acquisition lessened competition or 
created a monopoly. Roll call, 32-42. 


LEGISLATIVE FUNDS 


The Senate July 20 passed by voice vote and sent to 
conference the legislative appropriations bill (HR 7208) 
for fiscal 1962, appropriating $135,432,065 for Congress, 
the Capitol, the Botanic Garden, the Library of Congress 
and the Government Printing Office. The Senate version 
provided $31,078,730 more than the House bill, which by 
custom had not included appropriations for Senate ex- 
penses. The Senate added $28,421,840 for its own 
activities. 

The Senate bill provided $400,000 for a Library of 
Congress pilot program authorized under P1 480, the farm 
surplus disposal law, which permitted use of foreign 
currencies for the collection of foreign books and mate- 
rials. The House had denied funds for the project. 

The Senate version specifically denied funds to 
operate the old monorail subway system between the 
Senate Office Buildings and the Capitol after Congress 
adjourned in 1961. It permitted each Senator to increase 
the gross salary of one staff position from $10,988 to 
$13,537, to be paid without an increase in the Senator’s 
basic staff allowance, and abolished a provision requir- 
ing staff members to travel to the Senator’s home city 
to be eligible for reimbursement for the four trips to 
the Senator’s state authorized each year. 

The bill also contained a provision that would nullify 
a 1960 travel restriction by permitting payment of ex- 
penses of Senators who travel to their home states on 
official committee business. A provision in the 1960 
legislative appropriation act (PL 86-628), inserted by the 
House, limited travel payments to authorized roundtrips 
between home states and Washington, (one per year in 
the House, three in the Senate), plus travel to deceased 
Members’ funerals and to Washington when Congress was 
not in session. (1960 Almanac p. 408) The provision 
inserted in the 1961 bill by the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, without explanation, authorized payment for 
‘‘travel on committee business....regardless of place of 
departure or destination’’ and permitted payments for 
committee trips taken since July 12, 1960 -- the date on 
which the 1960 restriction took effect. Earlier in 1961 a 
Senate attempt to repeal the 1960 restriction was turned 
down by the House. (See Supplemental Appropriation, 
Weekly Report p. 613) 

BACKGROUND -- HR 7208 was passed May 22 by the 
House (Weekly Report p. 875) and was reported (S Rept 
570) July 18 by the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
which recommended $135,432,065 for fiscal 1962. 
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COMMUNITY HEALTH FACILITIES 


The House July 25 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the Senate a bill (HR 4998), requested by President Ken- 
nedy, to expand community health facilities through in- 
creased federal expenditures. It increased federal 
grants-in-aid to the states for public health services and 
construction of nursing homes and authorized new pro- 
grams to develop more efficient hospital facilities and 
health services outside of hospitals. The additional annual 
cost of the programs provided in the bill, the Community 
Health Services and Facilities Act of 1961, was estimated 
at $40 million. 

The bill had bipartisan support but ran into trouble 
over a committee amendment to repeal a provision of the 
Public Health Service Act of 1950 that authorized non- 
matching grants for construction of health research facili- 
ties, Floor manager Oren Harris (D Ark.) said the 1956 
Medical Research Facilities Act authorized $30 million 
in construction grants, to be matched 50-50 by the 
recipient institutions, and Administration officials had 
testified to the administrative difficulties of making 
both matching and non-matching grants for the same 
kind of facilities, 

Rep. Melvin R. Laird (R Wis.) said it would be ‘‘out- 
right folly’’ to repeal the 1950 provision in view of testi- 
mony that research facilities were the ‘‘No, 1 priority in 
the whole field of cancer research,’’ He said the amend- 
ment would repeal the authority under which a $5 million 
appropriation for construction of cancer research facili- 
ties was approved by the House May 17 in the fiscal 1962 
appropriation bill (HR 7035) for Labor-H.E.W. (Weekly 
Report p. 839) Laird said the proper time to take up 
such an amendment was when Congress considered 
extension of the 1956 Act, which was due to expire 
June 30, 1962. 

Harris then offered a substitute amendment, accepted 
by voice vote, to extend the authorization for non-match- 
ing grants until July 1, 1963. He promised hearings in 
1962 on the construction grant question. 

BACKGROUND -- HR 4998 was reported June 27 by 
the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee (H Rept 
599), 

PROVISIONS -- See Weekly Report p. 1196. 

DEBATE -- July 25 -- John E, Fogarty (D R.I.) -- 
Although the 1965 Act authorized $30 million a year for 
cancer research construction facilities, ‘‘we should be 
spending much more’’ and the provision for outright 
grants should not be repealed at present. 

John B, Bennett (R Mich.) -- Supported the bill be- 
cause of its ‘‘modesty and reasonableness,’’ and was 
impressed by statements of more than 30 Governors that 
there was a real shortage of health facilities. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION FUNDS 


The House July 25 passed by a 409-0 roll-call vote 
and sent to the Senate a bill (HR 8302) appropriating $883,- 
359,000 for construction at military installations in the 
United States and abroad for fiscal 1962. 

An amendment by Rep. Sidney R. Yates (D II1.), ac- 
cepted by a 241-170 roll-call vote, cut $3,409,000 from 
the total recommended by the Appropriations Committee. 
The funds would have financed the transfer of the Army 
Food and Container Institute from Chicago to Natick, 
Mass, (For voting, see chart p. 1330) In passing the 


Floor Action - 5 


Military Construction Authorization bill (HR 5300) March 
23 the House accepted a similar Yates amendment but in 
the final version of the bill (PL 87-57) the transfer to 
Natick was authorized, (Weekly Report p. 983) 

HR 8302 provided $808 359,000 for the regular forces, 
$50 million for the reserves and $25 million for the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. A sum of $323,064,000, rep- 
resenting about 36 percent of the total voted, was recom- 
mended for construction of ballistic missile facilities. 
The largest share was earmarked for facilities for the 
solid propellant Minuteman missile. 

The bill included $34.6 million for 2,000 family hous- 
ing units and authorized 3,000 privately built, FHA- 
insured Capehart housing units. 

The total construction funds available for expenditure 
in fiscal 1962 amounted to over $2.5 billion when approxi- 
mately $1.7 billion in unexpended balances from earlier 
years were added. 

BACKGROUND -- HR 8302 was reported (H Rept 752) 
by the House Appropriations Committee July 21. It called 
for appropriations of $886,768,000, a reduction of $148,- 
800,000 from the Defense Department request, and 
$108,087,000 less than was appropriated for military 
construction in fiscal 1961. (1960 Almanac p. 403) 

The Committee cuts in the Defense Department bud- 
get estimates included funds for officers clubs and com- 
missaries which the Committee said were not ‘‘clearly 
essential to the military posture of this country,’’ and 
projects where the costs, the Committee said, appeared 
excessive or the planning inadequate. The Committee re- 
port further said that the Defense Department had not 
given enough,consideration to the maximum use of exist- 
ing facilities, many of which the Department would main- 
tain anyway in a ‘‘mobilization reserve’’ capacity. 

The Appropriations Committee recommended no cut 
in the funds requested for the reserve forces by the 
Defense Department, However, it urged that the Depart- 
ment release funds previously voted for National Guard 
armory construction, 

The Military Construction bill authorizing $893,- 
947,750 (HR 5000) passed Congress June 13. (Weekly 
Report p. 982) The President July 12 sent Congress re- 
quests amending the Defense Department construction 
budget which were incorporated into HR 8302. (Weekly 
Report p. 1294) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House, HR 8302 
appropriated: 


Army $147 ,450,000 
Navy 181,387,000 
Air Force 479,522,000 
Defense Department 25,000,000 
Reserve Forces 50,000,000 

TOTAL $883,359 ,000 


AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

July 25 -- Sidney R. Yates (D Ill.) -- Delete 
$3,409,000 from the Army appropriation which would have 
provided for transfer of the Food and Container Institute 
from Chicago to Natick, Mass. Standing vote, 63-65; 
teller, 92-82; roll-call, 241-170. 

AMENDMENT REJECTED 

July 25 -- Paul F, Schenck (R Ohio)-- Add $781,000 
for remodeling a research facility at Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base, Ohio. Standing vote, 32-65. 
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COMMERCE, PRESIDENT’S FUNDS 


Congress July 25 sent to the President a bill (HR 
7577) appropriating $641,135,800 for the Executive Office 
of the President, the Commerce Department and related 
agencies in fiscal 1962. The bill provided $14,177,800 
more than the House had originally approved, $9,302,400 
less than the Senate had passed, but $25,142,200 less than 
the President had requested. The final version authorized 
the Bureau of Public Roads to draw $2,990,600,000 from 
the Federal Highway Trust Fund for allotments to the 
states under the federal-aid highway program. 

Final action came after the House July 20 accepted by 
voice vote all provisions of the conference report (H Rept 
744) except a Senate amendment which provided that ships 
cruising in the Caribbean and Pacific during the slack 
season on their North Atlantic routes could receive their 
regular subsidies only if they refrained from calling at 
ports normally serviced by ships receiving lower sub- 
sidies. The Senate July 25 receded from its amendment 
and, by voice vote, accepted the conference report. 

Congress May 18 had cleared a bill (HR 6100 -- PL 
87-45) encouraging vessels which normally used Northern 
sea routes to undertake round-trip passenger cruises in 
the Caribbean during their slack season. The law pro- 
vided that when in ports normally serviced by ships 
receiving lower subsidies (principally those of the Grace 
Line), the cruise ship would receive the lower subsidy 
rate for all days or parts of days spent there. It would 
receive its regular subsidy for all other days of the 
cruise. (Weekly Report p. 663) 

As reported by the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
HIR 7577 altered PL 87-45 by providing that the temporary 
cruise ships could not receive subsidies higher than those 
provided lines normally serving the Pacific and Caribbean 
areas, A Senate amendment, which was substituted June 
27 for the committee amendment, permitted cruise ships 
to receive their regular subsidies so long as they re- 
frained from calling at ports normally serviced by ships 
receiving lower subsidies. 

Ilouse opponents of the Senate amendment said the 
slack-season cruise ships would not interfere with the 
normal operations of the companies receiving lower sub- 
sidies because they would operate only round-trip cruises 
from their home ports and would carry no freight. They 
said that permitting the North Atlantic companies to 
receive their regular subsidies would encourage them to 
compete with foreign vessels for the $50 million passenger 
cruise business. Rep. George P. Miller (D Calif.), urging 
rejection of the Senate amendment, said that ‘‘the more 
money American-flag ships make, the nearer they come to 
the place where they share the profit with Uncle Sam... 
(and) the lower we can fix their subsidy.’’ 

In other respects the conference report compromised 
major differences between the House and Senate versions 
of IIR 7577 as foilows: 

It provided $14,185,000 for Coast and Geodetic Survey 
construction of a $9.4 million oceonographic vessel and 
one surveying ship -- one less than the Senate proposed 
but a larger ship than the House had approved. 

It provided $35 million instead of $25 million ap- 
proved by the House or the $40 million passed by the 
Senate for construction of National Bureau of Standards 
facilities. 

It provided $5,250,000 as provided by the Senate 
rather than the $4,800,000 provided by the House for 
expansion of Weather Bureau projects. 
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It continued the $345,000 salary limitation for 
members and employees of the Council of Economic 
Advisers in spite of a recent law (PL 87-49) which 
specifically removed the ceiling. (Weekly Report p. 1023) 

BACKGROUND -- HR 7577 was passed June 13 by the 
House and June 27 by the Senate. (Weekly Report p.1164) 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the President, HR 7577: 
Authorized the Bureau of Public Roads to draw 
$2,990,600,000 from the Federal Highway Trust Fund to 
meet commitments for federal-aid highways. 
Appropriated the following: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 





Compensation of the President $ 150,000 
The White House Office 2,495,000 
Special projects 1,500,000 
Executive Mansion and grounds 528,000 
Bureau of the Budget 5,517,000 
Council of Economic Advisers $ 414,000 
National Security Council 554,000 
President’s Advisory Committee on 
Labor-Management Policy 200,000 
President’s Emergency Fund for 
National Defense 1,000,000 
Expenses of management improvement 350,000 
TOTAL $ 12,708,000 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 
General administration $ 6,783,000 
Bureau of the Census 16,320,000 
Coast and Geodetic Survey 32,910,000 
Business and Defense Services 
Administration 4,211,800 
Bureau of Foreign Commerce 8,380,000 
Promotion of international travel 2,500,000 
Office of Business Economics 1,600,000 
Maritime activities (306,588,000) 
Ship construction 98,000,000 
Operating subsidies 182,000,000 
Research and development 6,500,000 
Salaries and expenses 15,600,000 
Maritime training 3,218,000 
State marine schools 1,270,000 
Patent Office 24,860,000 


30,400,000 
68,000,000 
70,500,000 


Bureau of Public Roads 
National Bureau of Standards 
Weather Bureau 


TOTAL $573,052,800 
RELATED AGENCIES 
Panama Canal $ 23,100,000 
Advisory Commission on Inter- 
governmental Relations 375,000 
American Battle Monuments 
Commission 1,360,000 


Foreign Claims Settlement Commission 625,000 
Small Business Administration (26,750,000) 
Salaries and expenses 6,750,000 
Revolving fund 20,000,000 
Subversive Activities Control Board 395,000 
Tariff Commission 2,770,000 
TOT AL $ 55,375,000 

GRAND TOTAL $641,135, 800 
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HOUSE COMMITTEE REPORTS CONFLICT OF INTEREST BILL 


COMMITTEE -- House Judiciary. 

ACTION -- July 20 reported, with amendments, an 
Administration -backed bill (HR 8140 -- H Rept 748) 
consolidating and supplementing the conflict of in- 
terest laws covering federal employees. (Weekly Report 
p. 1267) 

As reported, IIR 8140, in amending existing law: 

Prohibited anyone from paying Members of Congress 
and federal employees, at any time, compensation for 
services before a federal agency in matters in which the 
United States had a ‘‘direct and substantial’’ interest. 

Permitted a federal employee, with the approval of 
the appropriate federal official, to represent or assist 
an immediate relative or person for whom he served as 
a personal fiduciary, in matters before federal agencies 
(except those matters in which the employee had ‘“‘per- 
sonally and substantially’’ participated while in federal 
service or for which he was personally responsible). 

Prohibited any federal employee from representing 
anyone before a court or federal agency in any matter 
in which the U.S, had a direct interest, except where the 
employee, without compensation and in keeping with per- 
formance of his duties, represented persons subject to 
disciplinary proceedings, or fiduciaries or immediate 
relatives in matters in which he had not personally 
participated. 

Established a lifetime bar prohibiting a former 
employee of the Executive branch, an independent agency 
or the District of Columbia from representing anyone 
before a court or federal agency in any matter in which 
the U.S, had a direct interest and in which the former 
employee had personally participated while in federal 
service, (The report said the provision would prevent 
employees from ‘‘switching sides’’ to the detriment of 
the Government.) 

Prohibited a former federal employee, within two 
years after leaving the federal service, from represent- 
ing anyone before a court or federal agencyin any matter 
in which the U.S, had an interest which, within the two 
years preceding the termination of his employment, was 
under the former employee’s official responsibility. 

Prohibited the partners of a former federal employee 
from participating, for two years after the employee left 
the federal service, in any matters in whichthe employee 
was prohibited from engaging. 

Prohibited the partners of the federal employee in 
service from participating in matters in which the federal 
employee was participating or which were subject to his 
official responsibility. 

Prohibited a federal employee from participating, on 
behalf of the Federal Government, in any matter in which, 
to his knowledge, he, any member of his immediate 
family, a business associate, or any person with whom 
he was considering employment had a financial interest. 
The provision exempted those matters in which the em- 
ployee first advised the appropriate federal official and 
received, in advance, written permission to do so, or 
matters which had been exempted from the prohibition 
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and published in the Federal Register as being incon- 
sequential. 

Prohibited anyone from receiving from private 
sources any funds ‘‘as a compensation for services’’ as 
an employee of the Executive branch, an independent 
agency or the District of Columbia. 

Prohibited part-time federal employees -- those 
serving not more than 135 days in any 365-day period -- 
from giving services or accepting compensation for serv- 
ices in matters in which the U.S, had a direct interest 
and from prosecuting claims against the U.S, when: 

@ The person had at any time personally participated 
in the matter as a federal employee; 

@ The matter was, or within two years had been, 
subject to his official responsibility; 

@ The employee served more than 15 days of a 365- 
day period in the department or agency before which the 
matter was pending. 

Made a part-time federal employee subject to all 
other restrictions placed on a full-time employee except 
that it permitted him to supplement his federal salary 
from private sources and to aid another person under 
contract for work with the Federal Government, if the 
head of the agency or department to which the part-time 
employee was assigned certified in writing that the 
national interest required such assistance, 

Prohibited Members of Congress, federal employees, 
federal judges and judicial officers (including jurors) and 
witnesses before a trial, hearing or other proceeding 
from receiving, or anyone giving to them, anything of 
value to influence an official act, to commit any fraud 
on the U.S, or to induce a violation of official duty. 

Authorized fines up to $10,000 and prison sentences 
up to two years for persons convicted of conflict of 
interest violations. 


COMMITTEE VIEWS 


The report on HR 8410 said there had been a growing 
concern in recent years, bothin and out of Congress, over 
the ‘‘ever present and perplexing problems’”’ of determin- 
ing the most effective methods for assuring high ethical 
standards in the conduct of federal employees. The 
general consensus, the report said, was that existing 
federal legislation concerning conflict of interests was 
‘inadequate and confused.”’ 

Existing law if literally interpreted, the report said, 
made it a crime for a postal clerk to assist his ‘‘mother 
in filing a routine claim for a tax refund, but did not 
prohibit a Cabinet officer from seeking to influence’’ an 
independent agency to award a valuable television license 
to an organization in which he shared the profits. 

HR 8140, the report said, was the result of more than 
three years of study by the Committee. It said revi- 
sions in the conflict of interest laws had been sup- 
ported by the previous Administration and requested 
by President Kennedy in a Special Message to Congress 
on Conflicts of Interest. (Weekly Report p. 707) 
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DRUG HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Judiciary, Antitrust and 
Monopoly Subcommittee, 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On a bill (S 1552) to 
amend and supplement the antitrust laws with respect to 
the manufacture and distribution of drugs. (Weekly Re- 
port p. 1240) Testimony: 

July 18 -- Dr. Charles D, May of the New York 
University Medical Center supported the bill. He said the 
drug industry had been guilty of ‘‘grossly inadequate self- 
restraint’ in advancing claims for drug effectiveness. 

Dr. Louis S. Goodman of the 14-member American 
Medical Assn. Council on Drugs supported S 1552. He 
said the AMA had not consulted the Council prior to 
testifying in opposition to enlarged Federal Drug Admin- 
istration powers. He said he supported the proposed 
FDA investigation of drug effectiveness as well as drug 
safety and considered the AMA position ‘‘unwise’’. 

July 19 -- Dr. William B. Bean, Iowa State Uni- 
versity School of Medicine professor, supported the bill. 
He said many errors resulted when private physicians 
attempted to determine drug effectiveness. 

Dr. David P, Barr, president of the Health Insurance 
Plan of New York, supported the bill. He said safeguards 
were needed so that essential remedies would be available 
at prices people could afford. He said the enlargement of 
FDA powers should not nullify the work done by the AMA 
drug council, 

Dr. Louis Lasagna of the Johns Hopkins University 
School of Medicine supported S 1552. He said the AMA 
position that the FDA should not be permitted to withhold 
ineffective drugs because they might have unknown curing 
powers was a ‘‘quixotic approach’’ to drug research. 

July 20 -- Dr. Walter Modell, Cornell University 
Medical College professor, supported the bill. He said 
5 percent of all persons hospitalized in a large New 
York hospital were being treated for conditions which 
resulted from previous treatment, 

Dr. Allan M, Butler of the Physicians Forum sup- 
ported the bill. He said doctors in private practice 
could rarely scientifically evaluate the effect of drugs on 
individual patients. 

July 21 -- Dr. Martin Cherkasky of theGreater New 
York Hospital Assn. supported the bill. Under S 1552, 
he said, drugs would be safer, the public would be more 
secure and drug prices would be lower. 

Dr. Julius B, Richmond of the Physicians Council 
supported the bill. He said it would eliminate from the 
market useless drugs for which drug firms currently 
made extravagant claims, 

July 25 -- Dr. Harry F,. Dowling ofthe University of 
Illinois College of Medicine supported S 1552. He said 
FDA power to evaluate drug effectiveness would provide 
doctors with authoritative drug information in a prompt 
and efficient manner, 

Dr. Maxwell Finland of the Boston City Hospital said 
most drug firms were honest in promoting their products, 
but some ignored or did not present adequate evidence 
of possible dangerous side effects of their products. 

George P. Larrick, commissioner of the Food and 
Drug Administration, supported the bill. He said the FDA 
currently evaluated the effectiveness of drugs as well as 
their safety, but lacked the authority to withhold worthless 
drugs from the market. Under questioning he said less 
than two percent of the drugs evaluated bythe FDA would 
be considered worthless. 


RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- July 18 -- Dr. 
Leonard W, Larson, president of the American Medical 
Assn., in a speech at the National Press Club said the 
AMA advertising standards were higher than those of 
any medical journal. He said a recent charge by Sen. 
Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) that drug advertising affected 
the AMA’s ability to objectively inform physicians of 
drug values was ‘‘an unwarranted slur’’ which should 
be corrected. 


COLD WAR Gi BILL 


The Senate Labor and Public Welfare Veterans 
Affairs Subcommittee July 21 approved and sent to the 
full Committee a bill (S 349) providing benefits for post- 
Korean War veterans. Under the ‘‘Cold War GI Bill of 
Rights’’ veterans who served more than six months active 
duty between Jan. 31, 1955 and July 1, 1963 would be 
eligible for direct grants for education and vocational 
training, and direct loans and loan guarantees for home 
and farm purchase. Disabled veterans would be eligible 
for rehabilitation assistance. The program would run for 
12 years and cost an estimated $3.4 billion. 

BACKGROUND -- S 349, sponsored by Subcommittee 
Chairman Ralph W. Yarborough (D Texas) was similar 
to a bill (S 1138) which passed the Senate in 1959 but was 
not taken up by the House. (1959 Almanac p. 298) The 
Senate Labor and Public Welfare Education Subcommittee 
June 23, 1961 added a 12 year education plan for post- 
Korean War veterans to the National Defense Education 
Act Amendment of 1961 (S 1726) but it was stricken from 
the bill by the full Committee June 29. (Weekly Report 
p. 1197) 


FINE ARTS COUNCIL 


COMMITTEE -- House Education and Labor, 

ACTION -- July 19 reported, with amendments, a bill 
(HR 4172 -- H Rept 731) authorizing the establishment 
of a Federal Advisory Council on the Arts to assist in 
the development of cultural programs in the United States. 
(Weekly Report p. 843) 

HR 4172, as reported, provided for the establishment 
of a Federal Advisory Council on the Arts within the 
Department of Health, Education and Welfare. The bill 
authorized the Council to undertake studies of, make 
recommendation relating to, and act as a national clear- 
inghouse for methods of encouraging participation in and 
appreciation of the arts. The President was directed to 
appoint the 21 members of the Council tosix year terms. 
The members were to be selected from private citizens 
recognized for their knowledge and interest in the arts. 
The Council wouid meet at least twice a year and have a 
small permanent staff appointed by the HEW Secretary. 
An appropriation of $100,000 a year was authorized. 

The report said HR 4172 recognized that the arts 
were ‘‘primarily a matter of private and local initiative’’ 
and said that it was not the intention of the Government 
to ‘‘meddle’’ inthe artistic and cultural life of the country. 
It said HR 4172 was based on the conviction that the im- 
portance of the arts ‘‘merits official recognition’’ and 
encouragement. 

The report said President Eisenhower had recom- 
mended the formation of such a Council in 1955 and 
HR 4172 was supported by HEW Secretary Abraham A, 
Ribicoff in testimony before the Committee May 15. 
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VOLUNTARY PENSION PLANS 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Finance. 
BEGAN HEARINGS -- On a bill (HR 10) to permit 
self-employed persons to defer payment of income taxes 


on portions of their income put into retirement funds, 


BACKGROUND -- HR 10 has been passed by the 
House three times but never has won Senate approval. 
The House first passed HR 10 in 1958, but the bill was 
rejected by the Senate when offered as an amendment to 
another bill. An identical bill passed the House in 1959, 
was reported to the Senate in 1960 but did not pass. 
(1960 Almanac p. 265) The House in the 87th Congress 
passed HR 10 on June 5. (Weekly Report p. 943) 

TESTIMONY -- July 25 -- Stanley S. Surrey, Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury, said the Administration 
opposed HR 10 because it ‘‘creates many inequities and 
unjustifiable differences in tax treatment.’’ He said it 
would involve an annual revenue loss of about $358 mil- 
lion, and ‘‘in view of the present budgetary situation, it 
would clearly not be appropriate to incur a revenue loss 
of this magnitude for legislation which would not con- 
stitute an adequate solution to the tax treatment of the 
retirement savings of self-employed people.’’ Surrey 
criticized HR 10 on grounds that, in some situations, it 
would give the self-employed more favorable treatment 
than corporate owner-managers, while in other situations 
the reverse would be true. He said there were not ade- 
quate safeguards to check abuses in contributions, and the 
bill allowed ‘‘arbitrary exclusion’’ of some employees. 
He said the legislation should be deferred until it could 
be considered ‘‘in the perspective of the entire tax reform 
program’”’ the Administration planned to present to Con- 
gress in 1962. 

The American Medical Assn., ina July 24 letter to the 
Committee, endorsed HR 10 and said it was ‘‘concerned 
about the growing trend among professional people to seek 
the security of an employed in preference to independent 
status.’’ The letter said ‘‘something can and must be 
done to make self-employment as financially attractive 
as employee status.’’ 


FCC REORGANIZATION BILL 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Commerce. 

ACTION -- July 19 reported an amended bill (S 2034 
-- S Rept 576) amending the Communications Act of 1934 
to provide for reorganization of the Federal Communi- 
cations Commission. S 2034 permitted the FCC board 
to delegate its functions in adjudicatory cases, abolished 
the review staff, and permitted oral argument in adjudi- 
catory cases on a discretionary instead of required basis. 

The provisions were similar to those in a bill re- 
ported in the House July 17 (HR 7856), but the Senate bill 
differed in two major respects: HR 7856 provided that 
the Commission could adopt, amend or rescind any rule 
or order for delegation of functions by a vote of a majority 
of the commission members holding office (constitutional 
majority), but under S 2034 such actions would be by a 
majority of the members then participating; HR 7856 gave 
the FCC discretion to limit the right to file applications 
for review of delegated decisions in cases of adjudication 
to proceedings involving issues of general communica- 
tions importance, while S 2034 contained no such limita- 
tion. (Weekly Report p. 1270) 

The report included a July 17 letter from FCC 
Chairman Newton N, Minow to Sen. John O, Pastore 


OPYRIGHT 196 


Committee Roundup - 3 


(D R.1.), sponsor of S 2034, in which Minow said he be- 
lieved the provision in HR 7856 for action only by a 
constitutional majority was ‘‘much too restrictive,’’ and 
he did not think elimination of this requirement would ‘‘in 
any way lead to abuses.’’ Minow saidhe ‘‘wholehearted- 
ly’’ supported the biil, 

The report said the Committee believed S 2034 would 
‘‘bring about much needed administrative improvements 
within the Commission and will also speed up its adjudi- 
catory proceedings while providing the necessary safe- 
guards to assure due process.’’ The report said the bill 
would carry out through the legislative process the objec- 
tives of President Kennedy’s Reorganization Plan No, 2 
disapproved June 15 by the House. (Weekly Report p, 975) 
It said S 2034 was the result of a ‘‘cooperative effort’ 
by the FCC Commissioners after a May 23 hearing during 
which there was ‘‘division of opinion’? among them on the 
meaning or legality of some of the Plan’s provisions. 


CHARITY TAX DEDUCTION 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Finance. 

ACTION -- July 20 reported with amendments a 
House-passed bill (HR 2244 -- S Rept 585) making addi- 
tional organizations eligible for 30 percent tax deductible 
contributions. 

Under existing law deduction for contributions to 
charitable organizations by individuals generally could 
not exceed 20 percent of adjusted gross income, but an 
additional 10 percent could be deducted if it represented 
contributions to churches, operating educational organi- 
zations, hospitals and certain medical research organi- 
zations. HR 2244 amended the Internal Revenue Act of 
1954 to apply the additional 10 percent deduction to con- 
tributions to foundations all of whose income was distri- 
buted to the types of organizations stated in the existing 
law. Such a provision, the report said, would further en- 
courage charitable giving. It would be effective Jan. 1, 
1962. 

The report said a Finance Committee amendment ex- 
tended the 10 percent deduction to contributions to organi- 
zations which received substantial support from the United 
States or any ‘‘state or political subdivision thereof,”’ It 
said this provision would apply to state university and 
land-grant college endowment associations, 

In minority views, Senators Russell B. Long (D La.), 
Albert Gore (D Tenn.) and Eugene J, McCarthy (D Minn.) 
opposed enactment of the bill, because it would encourage 
a ‘‘proliferation of foundations’’ and the concentration in 
a ‘‘few hands and in perpetuity of control over large for- 
tunes and business enterprises.’’ This abuse of the tax 
law, they said, would result because individuals could 
transfer large amounts of stock to foundations over which 
they had control. 

In supplemental views Sen, Clinton P. Anderson (D 
N.M.) said he opposed enactment of HR 2244 but did not 
endorse all of the minority views. 

BACKGROUND -- HR 2244 was passed by the House 
June 14, President Eisenhower June 3, 1960 vetoed a 
bill (HR 6779) broadening the opportunity for deduction 
for charitable gifts, but said he would be willing to 
sign legislation ‘‘truly designed to encourage substantial 
gifts...to public charities.’’ (1960 Weekly Report p, 1012), 
A similar bill (HR 6066) was passed by the House Aug. 
24, 1960 but was not acted on by the Senate, (1960 
Almanac p. 541) 
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HEALTH INSURANCE FOR AGED 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means, 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- Onan Administration proposal 
(HR 4222) to finance health care for the aged through the 
Social Security system. (Weekly Report p. 723) 


TESTIMONY -- July 24 -- Abraham A, Ribicoff, 
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, recommended 
a change in the Administration’s original proposal that 
the earnings base on which Social Security taxes for the 
program would be levied be increased from the present 
$4,800 to $5,000. Ribicoff said he now favored increasing 
the earnings base to $5,200 because a recent reevaluation 
of cost estimates resulted in a ‘‘substantial increase”’ 
in estimates of the number of persons who would use 
nursing home and home health care services under the 
bill. He said the increase was ‘‘the prudent and advisable 
course’’ to provide the necessary financing. Ribicoff also 
said the increase in the earnings base would result in 
raising the maximum benefit payment (from $127 to $134) 
and thus would ‘“‘improve the benefit structure of the 
social insurance program.” 

Ribicoff said about 95 percent of those currently 
working would be covered by the program when they 
reached age 65, with those unprotected largely federal 
employees, self-employed physicians and certain state 
and local government employees. Among those already 
retired, he said 80 percent would be protected imme- 
diately, and 95 percent or more in the long run. 

Ribicoff submitted an actuarial cost study by the 
Social Security Administration which gave the estimated 
costs of the program as: for fiscal 1963, $658,000,000; 
fiscal 1964, $1,060,000,000; fiscal 1965, $1,090,000,000, 

Ribicoff said there was ‘‘absolutely nothing”’ social- 
istic about the plan and that such a charge was ‘‘a bogey 
man the American Medical Assn. seeks to scare the 
American people with,”’ ‘‘I am convinced....that 180,000 
doctors are not going to be able to defeat the will of 180 
million Americans,’’ he said. 

Republican Committee members criticized the pro- 
posal and Rep, Bruce Alger (R Texas) said the program 
was not financially sound and would ‘‘crash of its own 
weight.”’ 

July 26 -- Dr. Oscar B, Hunter Jr. of the College 
of American Pathologists said the bill would ‘‘encourage 
patients to go to the hospital’’ and therefore would be 
far more costly than the estimates, Leslie J, Dikovics 
of the Council of State Chambers of Commerce also said 
current cost estimates were understated and there would 
be ‘‘inevitable pressures’’ to add benefits and increase 
coverage. 

The bill also was opposed by Frank S, Groner of 
the American Ilospital Assn., Dr. L. Henry Garland of 
the American College of Radiology and Dr. Stewart P. 
Seigle of the American Society of Internal Medicine. 

The bill was supported by Mrs. DoraN, Schatz of the 
Senior Citizens Central Assn. of Philadelphia and Dr. 
Sidney S. Lee of Beth Israel Hospital, Boston, Mass. 
Mrs. Schatz said many aged persons inthe low and lower 
middle income groups became ill mentally and physically 
many years before they should through ‘‘terrible fears’ 
that illness would leave them penniless. Lee said ‘‘med- 
ical care costs are the most threatening of all the costs 
of the later years of life,’’ and ‘“‘there is no other 
alternative which candothe job as wellor as economically 
as can Social Security.”’ 
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LEAD-ZINC INDUSTRY 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Minerals, Materials and Fuels Subcommittee. 

HELD HEARING -- July 25 on a bill (S 1747) to 
stabilize the depressed domestic lead-zinc industry by 
setting up subsidy payments for small mining operations 
and increasing the tariff on imports when the price fell 
below 13% cents per pound. (Weekly Report p. 1272) 


TESTIMONY -- July 25 -- Administration spokesmen 
W. Michael Blumenthal, Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
State for Economic Affairs, and John M., Kelly, Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior for Mineral Resources, opposed 
S 1747 on the grounds that increased tariffs would hurt 
the economies of the countries which were the principal 
suppliers of lead and zinc to the United States. They 
recommended that remedial action be taken through the 
area redevelopment program and that studies of the 
industries problems be increased, taxes affecting mining 
be reviewed and international cooperation to reduce a 
world oversupply of the metals be stepped up. Until the 
long-term solutions could be put into effect, the officials 
said, the Administration would approve a ‘‘limited tem- 
porary program of subsidies’’ for small mines. 

Blumenthal said in Latin American countries, U.S. 
restrictions on lead and zinc imports had ‘‘acquired a 
symbolic character and tend to evoke intense political 
and emotional reactions.’’ 

Kelly said S 1747 would have the heaviest impact on 
Canada and Mexico which together supplied more than 50 
percent of the nation’s imports of lead and zinc. Under 
S 1747, he said, the duty on lead and zinc ore would be 
increased 3% times and 1% times respectively and the duty 
on lead and zinc metal 4times and 5% times respectively. 

S.K, Droubay of the United Park City Mines Co. of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, said S 1747 was needed to save the 
industry from ‘‘eventual total disintegration.’’ He said 
the industry could not survive much longer without 
protection from the ‘‘excessive low-cost foreign imports 
that keep our markets flooded and our metal prices 
depressed.’’ He said his company had suffered an annual 
operation loss of about $100,000 from 1955 through 1959. 





Committee Briefs | 


ANTI-CRIME BILLS 


The Senate Judiciary Committee July 24 reported 
five bills requested by the Justice Department to combat 
organized crime (S 1654 -- S Rept 586; S 1655 -- S Rept 
587; S 1656 -- S Rept 588;S 1657 -- S Rept 589; S 1665 -- 
S Rept 590). (For details of the proposals as ordered 
reported, see Weekly Report p. 1242) 


MANPOWER RETRAINING PROGRAM 


The Senate Labor and Public Welfare Committee 
July 25 approved an Administration bill (S 1991) pro- 
viding training for unemployed workers. Major amend- 
ments: no provision was made for moving workers to 
work surplus areas, eligibility was expanded, and sub- 
sistence allowances were revised. (Weekly Report 
p. 1197) 
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Committee Roundup - 5 


SENATE COMMITTEE REPORTS FOREIGN AID BILL 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Foreign Relations. 

ACTION -- July 24 reported with amendments the 
Administration’s foreign aid bill (S 1983 -- S Rept 612), 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. (Weekly Report 
p. 1270). 

As reported, S 1983 authorized all but $436 million 
of the $4.763 billion requested by the President to fi- 
nance military aid, development loans and grants, tech- 
nical assistance, and outright subsidies to foreign govern- 
ments. Major innovations in the bill: separated military 
aid from economic aid, authorized a new aid agency to 
absorb and replace the International Cooperation Admin- 
istration and the Development Loan Fund, and authorized 
five-year borrowing fromthe Treasury to finance long- 
term development loans. 

S 1983 authorized the President to borrow $1.187 
billion from the Treasuryin fiscal 1962 and up to $1.9 
billion during each of the following four years. Included 
in the borrowing authority was $300 million more than the 
President had requested for each of the five years. The 
report said the Committee chose to authorize the addi- 
tional borrowing rather than permit the President to use 
an anticipated $300 million in yearly repayments on 
outstanding foreign aid loans to establish a revolving 
fund, as he had requested. 

The Committee left unchanged requests for $380 
million for development grants, $5 million for investment 
survey aid, $153.5 million for contributions to inter- 
national organizations and $51 million for administrative 
expenses. The Committee cut $85 million from the 
President’s request for $1.885 billion in military aid, 
$131 million from the request for supporting assistance, 
and $200 million from the request for $500 million for 
the President’s contingency fund, 

Sens. Russell B. Long (D La.), Bourke B. Hicken- 
looper (R lowa), Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.) and John J. 
Williams (R Del.) voted against reporting the bill. 

The report said S 1983 would give ‘‘vigor, purpose 
and new direction’’ to U.S. foreign aid which was an ‘‘un- 
avoidable responsibility and a central instrument of our 
foreign policy.’’ The Committee said foreign aid funds 
would materially improve nations only when the leader- 
ship was committed to economic and social development, 
and was willing to define national goals within an eco- 
nomic and social development plan. 

Following is a summary of the major provisions of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 as reported: 


Part | -- Economic Assistance 
CHAPTER I -- STATEMENT OF POLICY 


The bill said the emphasis of the program was on 
long-range assistance to promote economic and social 
development. It said such assistance would be made 
available to nations capable of taking needed self-help 
measures to reform and develop social and economic 
institutions. 

The bill declared that U.S. policy supported princi- 
ples of increased economic cooperation and trade among 
nations, freedom of the press, information and religion, 
freedom of navigation in international waterways and 
recognition of the right of all private persons to travel 
and pursue their lawful activities without discrimination 














Foreign Aid Breakdown 
(in millions) 
President’s Committee 
Requests Authorizations 
To Be Appropriated 
Development grants $ 380.0 $ 380.0 
Investment surveys 5.0 5.0 
Development research 20.0 ’ 
International organi- 
zations 153.5 153.5 
Supporting assistance 581.0 450.0 
Contingency fund 500.0 300.0 
Military assistance 1,885.0 1,800.07 
Administrative expenses 51.0 51.0 
To Be Borrowed 
(for development loans) 
From Treasury 900.0 ( 3 
: 1,187.0 
From loan repayments 287.0 
Borrowing subtotal 1,187.0 1,187.0 
TOTAL $4,762.5 $4,326.5 
' Authorized use of any economic aid funds for research 
2 Authorized the President to use $200 million of Defense Depart 
ment supplies rather than $400 million as requested, in addition 
to above authorization. 
3° Committee permitted the President to borrow the total $1,18 
million from the treasury rather than permit bim to establish a re 
volving fund with the loan repayments. 











as to race or religion. (A motion by Chairman J.W. Ful- 
bright (D Ark.) to rewrite the statement of purpose to 
eliminate reference to freedom of navigation and travel 
was defeated 6-8 in the Committee, but the Committee 
unanimously accepted a Fulbright amendment to the policy 
statement declaring that the U.S. would not take sides 
but would urge adjudication in controversies between two 
states which had friendly relations with the U.S. The 
1960 Act required that foreign aid be administered to 
give effect to the freedom of navigation policy.) 


CHAPTER II -- DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 


Title 1, Development Loan Fund, The report said 
authority to borrow $8.8 billion from the Treasury to 
finance long-term development loans was the most im- 
portant provision in the bill. The report said it would 
enable underdeveloped nations to commit themselves to 
long-term development plans with assurance that there 
would be continuity of U.S. aid. The Committee cited the 
success of long-term borrowing authority used in 24 Gov- 
ernment agencies and projects as evidence of the effi- 
ciency and continuing Congressional control of projects 
funded by borrowing authority. 

Major provisions of Title 1: 

1, Authorized the President for five years to make 
long-term loans repayable in U.S. dollars to finance long- 
range plans for development of economic resources, 

2. Authorized the President to borrow from the 
Treasury $1.187 billion in fiscal 1962 and up to $1.9 
billion in each of the following four years. 

3. Authorized low or no interest rates on up to 50 
year loans, and permitted waiver of repayment on the 
principal for the first 10 years. 
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4, Directed the President to establish a Development 
Loan Committee, composed of officials from Government 
agencies, to establish lending standards. 

5. Required the President to submit annual budgets 
for the development loan program, 

litle 2, Development Grants. The report said devel- 
opment grants were to be used to finance the growth of 
institutions that formed the base for economic develop- 
ment, It said they were intended to raise educational, 
technical, managerial and professional levels in recipient 
nations and to supplement social reform programs. 

Major provisions of Title 2: 

1. Authorized $380 million for development grants 
which, in addition to $15 million in unexpended balances, 
was to be used for technical assistance programs, U.S. 
hospitals and schools abroad, payment of shipping costs 
for voluntary aid from the U.S., and the Atoms for Peace 
program. 

2. Directed that projects to improve the education 
and development of human resources through technical 
cooperation should be given priority until the recipient 
nation developed the knowledge and resources to execute 
development plans. 

Title 3, Investment Guarantees. The report said 
S 1983 would continue and broaden the investment guaran- 
tee program as a means ofencouraging private enterprise 
to expand its role in furthering the economic growth of 
less-developed areas. The instability and strong nation- 
alism of underdeveloped nations often tended to discourage 
potential investors, the report said, The report said 
guarantees against unspecified risks were to be used to 
encourage investment in small independent business, 
credit unions, cooperatives and low-cost housing pro- 
jects. 

Major provisions of Title 3: 

1, Guaranteed investment by U.S, citizens, corpora- 
tions, partnerships and other associations against incon- 
trovertibility of funds, expropriation or confiscation, or 
loss due to war, and stipulated that the total face value 
guarantee was not to exceed $1 billion. 

2. Authorized the President to guarantee up to 75 
percent of an investment, up to $10 million, against un- 
specified risks to provide an environment in which pri- 
vate investment would promote social improvement in 
underdeveloped areas and authorized guarantees up to 
$100 million face value. 

3. Limited investment guarantees to 20 years dura- 
tion. 

4. Required that a fee determined by the President 
be charged for each investment guarantee. 

5. Stipulated that no guarantee should be issued to 
provide protection against loss resulting from fraud or 
misconduct in the management of an enterprise or from 
normally insurable risks. 

Title 4, Surveys of Investment Opportunities. 

Major provisions of Title 4: 

1, Authorized $5 million in fiscal 1962 to finance up 
to half the cost of studying underdeveloped areas for in- 
vestment opportunities, 

2. Prohibited use of Title 4 funds tofinance studies 
for extractive industries. 

Title 5, Development Research, The major pro- 
vision authorized the President to use funds appropriated 
for foreign economic aid to promote research into the 
process of economic development, into the forces affecting 
the success and cost of development, and means and 
techniques to improve U.S, aid efforts. 
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CHAPTER III -- INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 


The President requested $153.5 million for volun- 
tary contributions to international organizations and pro- 
grams, to be allocated by the President and to remain 
available until expended. The Committee authorized the 
$153.5 million requested but allocated the funds among the 
international bodies (assessed contributions were charged 
to the State Department appropriations), 

The $153.5 million was authorized as follows: 

UN Expanded Program of Technical Assistance and 
UN Special Fund -- $40 million. 

UN International Children’s Fund -- $12 million. 

UN Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees 
in the Near East -- $13,350,000. 

UN in the Congo -- $62 million. 

UN Emergency Force -- $1,800,000. 

World Health Organization -- $3,400,000. 

International Atomic Energy Agency -- $750,000. 

Indus Waters Development Fund -- $16,900,000. 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization -- $1,800,000. 

Organization of American States -- $1,500,000. 

The bill directed the President in aiding Palestine 
refugees to take into account (1) whether Israel and the 
Arab host Governments were taking steps toward the 
resettlement and repatriation of refugees, and (2) the 
extent and success of the UN and the Arab host govern- 
ments in rectifying UN rolls toensure that only bona fide 
needy refugees received UN aid. 


CHAPTER IV -- SUPPORTING ASSISTANCE 


The report said supporting assistance included both 
defense support to nations with heavy military commit- 
ments and special assistance programs to nations facing 
economic collapse without U.S. aid. It said the U.S. 
should not continue in all cases to defend ‘‘an essentially 
indefensible status quo’’ in despotic nations only from 
fear that if the despotism fell it would be replaced by 
communism, Such a program would be an “‘injustice,”’ 
a ‘‘political error’’ anda waste of money, the report said. 

The Committee said it authorized $450 million of the 
$581 million requested because the new Administration 
had not had adequate opportunity to review the supporting 
assistance program, It said that in the future the Com- 
mittee would require extensive reexamination of the 
supporting assistance programs, 


CHAPTER V -- CONTINGENCY FUND 


The report said the contingency fund was needed to 
permit the President to meet important but unforeseen 
problems as they arose, It said the fund was necessary 
because the world was in a period of ‘‘multiple crises’’ 
in which there would be more than one trouble spot at 
a time. 

Chapter V authorized $300 million of the $500 million 
requested for a contingency fund. 


Part Il -- Military Assistance 


Some major provisions of Part II: 
Authorized $1.8 billion for each of the fiscal years 
1962 and 1963 to remain available until expended. 
Directed the President to establish procedures for 
budgeting defense aid through the Defense Department. 
Specified that military aid should be furnished only to 
insure internal security, for self-defense, and for 
participation in UN action to maintain or restore peace. 
(Continued on p. 1323) 
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DEMOCRATIC SPLIT MARKS NEW YORK MAYORALTY RACE 


A three-way fight among New York City Democrats 
over the forthcoming municipal elections could have far- 
reaching effects both locally and nationally. 

If the anti-organization ticket, headed by incumbent 
Democratic Mayor Robert F. Wagner, should win the 
Sept. 7 Democratic primary and go on to win the Nov. 7 
general election, it could mean the end of the extensive 
influence in New York politics of the Democratic organi- 
zation (Tammany) headed by Carmine G. DeSapio. A 
victory for the organization-backed ticket led by state 
Controller Arthur Levitt, however, would probably end 
Wagner’s political ambitions and tend to discredit the 
liberal reform movement within the local Democratic 
party. On the other hand, if the bitter Democratic 
struggle should pave the way for the election of a Repub- 
lican municipal administration, it would be a triumph 
for New York Gov. Nelson A, Rockefeller (R), who has 
taken an active part in the campaign, and perhaps en- 
hance his chances for the 1964GOP Presidential nomina- 
tion. 

Following is a list of the various candidates: 


Wagner anti-organization ticket (Democratic): 
Mayor: Robert F. Wagner 
City Council President: Paul R. Screvane 
Controller: Abraham D, Beame 

Organization ticket (Democratic): 
Mayor: Arthur Levitt 
City Council President: Thomas J. Mackell 
Controller: Joseph DiFede 

Independent Democrat: (not running inprimary) 
Mayor: Lawrence E, Gerosa 
City Council President: none 
Controller: none 

Republican: 
Mayor: Louis J, Lefkowitz 
City Council President: Paul A. Fino 
Controller: John J. Gilhooley 
(Vito P, Battista is opposing Lefkowitz for Mayor 
in the Sept. 7 GOP primary.) 

Liberal: 
The Wagner ticket will also appear on the Liberal 
ballot in the primary. Stewart Scheftel opposes 
Wagner for Mayor on the Liberal ticket. 














Break with Tammany 


The Democratic fight broke into the open when 
Wagner’s choice of running mates did not meet the ap- 
proval of organization leaders. Wagner June 23 pro- 
posed to have current City Council President Abe Stark 
of Brooklyn run for the post of Controller and Deputy 
Mayor Paul R. Screvane run for City Council President. 
Present Controller Lawrence E, Gerosa, with whom 
Wagner had disagreed publicly in the past, was dropped 
from the ticket, It was said that Wagner’s reason for 
demoting Stark was to place someone less identified with 
the organization on the secend spot on his ticket. Since 


the Council President automatically succeeds to the 
Mayoralty if it should become vacant, Stark’s incumbency 
was said to present problems for Wagner if he should 
choose to run for the U.S, Senate or another higher office 
before the next municipal election in 1965, The changes 
were also believed to have been a bid by Wagner for 
Liberal party and Democratic reform group support. 

Wagner’s insistence on these changes lost him the 
organizational support of Brooklyn leader Joseph T. 
Sharkey and U.S, Rep. Charles A. Buckley (24th Dist.), 
leader of the Bronx. This, together with Wagner’s long 
standing feud with DeSapio (Weekly Report p. 239), led the 
organization to name their own ticket led by Levitt, with 
state Sen. Thomas J, Mackell for Council President and 
state Labor Relations Board member Joseph DiFede for 
Controller. After the July 7 announcement of Levitt’s 
candidacy, Wagner said that it was ‘‘clear that Arthur 
Levitt is DeSapio’s hand-picked candidate who is ready 
to sell out himself and the Democratic party for the 
promise of a Judgeship.’’ Levitt July 7 said Wagner’s 
statement was ‘‘completely without basis or foundation. 
I deny unequivocally the charge itself and all its impli- 
cations.”’ 

Stark June 26 refused to accept Wagner’s proposal 
that he should run for Controller instead of Council 
President and decided to run for Brooklyn Borough 
President with organization support. Wagner then chose 
city budget director Abraham D, Beame to run as Con- 
troller on his ticket. 

Gerosa June 26 announced that he would run for 
Mayor as an independent Democratic candidate. He said 
that Wagner did not want him on his ticket because he 
‘‘refused consistently to be a rubber stamp.’’ Wagner 
June 23 said he had dropped Gerosa because he was “‘an 
obstructionist.’’ Georsa July 13 announced he intended 
to skip the Democratic primary and run as an independent 
in the general election. 


GOP Ticket 


The Republican candidate for Mayor, state Attorney 
General Louis J. Lefkowitz, June 6 was designated by the 
five GOP county chairmen on a ticket with U.S, Rep. Paul 
A, Fino (25th Dist.) for Council President and former 
Assistant Secretary of Labor John J..Gilhooley for 
Controller. Lefkowitz was chosen after failure of per- 
sistent efforts by Republican leaders to getSen, Jacob K. 
Javits to run for Mayor. Lefkowitz July6 said the Demo- 
cratic dispute was a “‘power struggle, with arrogant dis- 
regard of the public welfare.’’ Lefkowitz faces token 
opposition in the GOP primary. 


OUTLOOK -- Wagner’s greatest hurdle should be 
the Democratic primary. His greatest weakness -- 
organizational workers -- has been partially alleviated 
by the July 25 endorsement of the New York Committee 
for Democratic Voters, the Democratic reform group 
headed by ex-Sen. Herbert H. Lehman (D 1949-57; Gov. 
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1932-42). The reform group is said to have 10,000 
workers available on the precinct level. 

If Wagner should win the Democratic primary, he 
would be able to take advantage of the heavy Democratic 
majority in the general election with only token opposition 
from Gerosa. This should be enough to defeat Lefkowitz. 

If Wagner should lose the primary, he would still be on 
the ballot in the general election because of endorsements 
by the Liberal and Freedom parties (the latter a new party 
with labor union backing), but would be in difficulty because 
of a three-way split of the Democratic vote between him- 
self, Levitt andGerosa. This would give Lefkowitz, who is 
popular in New York City, some chance to win the election. 


TEXAS SWITCH 


About 120 conservative Democrats living in the West 
Texas town of Littlefield July 24 announced that they were 
switching to the Republican party. R.W. Manley, chair- 
man of the group, said the conservative philosophy of Sens. 
Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.) and John W. Tower (R Texas) 
had ‘‘wide support in our area.’’ ‘‘We feel we cannot help 
them by continuing to call ourselves Democrats when the 
Democratic party is against everything these two out- 
standing Americans stand for,’’ Manley said. (For dis- 
cussion of future of two party system in Texas, see 
Weekly Report p. 813) 


GOP SENATE TARGETS 


Sen. Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.), chairman ofthe Re- 
publican Senatorial Campaign Committee, July 14saidhe 
expected the GOP to gain ‘‘a minimum of two to a maxi- 
mum of seven Democratic Senate seats’’ in the 1962 
Congressional elections. He named the most vulnerable 
Democrats as Sens. John A, Carroll (Colo.), Joseph S. 
Clark (Pa.), Frank Church (Idaho), Edward V. Long (Mo.), 
Oren E, Long (Hawaii), J.J. Hickey (Wyo.), Wayne Morse 
(Ore.) and Benjamin A, Srnith II (Mass.). 


VIRGINIA GOP 


H, Clyde Pearson, Republican candidate for Governor 
of Virginia, July 19 announced that Mrs. Hazel K. Barger 
of Roanoke will run for Lieutenant Governor and Raymond 


Leon Owens of Russell County will run for Attorney 
General in the Nov. 7 state-wide election. (Weekly 
Report p. 1246) 

Pearson said the two will file as independents and 
are expected to be endorsed by the state Republican Cen- 
tral Committee at its July 29 meeting in Roanoke. 


ROUSH RECOUNT BILL 


Rep. J. Edward Roush (DInd.), victim ofa five month 
delay in deciding his own election, July 18 introduced a 
bill (HR 8220) authorizing individual states to hold re- 
counts in election contests for the House of Representa- 
tives. Previously, in certain instances state courts have 
found state laws providing for recounts in Congressional 
races incompatible with the provision of the Constitution 
which provides that ‘‘each House shall be the judge of 
its members.’’ 

Roush’s bill would allow the states to investigate con- 
tested election results and present more complete and 
accurate information to the House when certifying a 
Member’s election. The House, however, would retain its 
Constitutional authority as the final arbiter in such 
disputes. 


ERVIN SEEKS RE-ELECTION 


Sen, Sam J, Ervin Jr. (D N.C.) July 25 announced he 
will seek re-election in 1962. He said his decision was 
in conformity with a promise made when he was first 
appointed to the Senate in 1954 to fill the unexpired 
term of the late Sen, Clyde R. Hoey (D 1945-54), At 
that time, Ervin said, he promised ‘‘to serve North 
Carolina in the Senate as long as my faculties remained 
substantially unimpaired.’’ 


LABOR CONTRIBUTION RETURNED 


On page 1117 of CQ’s report on 1960 Political Cam- 
paign Contributions and Expenditures Rep. William G. 
Bray (R Ind.) is listed as receiving a $1,000 contribution 
from the Democratic Republican Independent Voter Edu- 
cation Committee of the Teamsters Union. Rep. Bray in- 
formed CQ that he had declined to accept the money and 
had returned the money to the DRIVE Committee. 





STATUS OF APPROPRIATIONS, 87th CONGRESS, Ist SESSION | 








Weekly HOUSE SENATE 
Report 
Agency Page No. Requested Committee Passed Committee Passed Final 
Agriculture (HR 7444) 1262 $ 6,089,244,000,.$ 5,948,566,000 $ 5,948,466,000 $ 5,967,382,500 $ 5,967,457,500 $5,967,494,500 
Commerce, Exec. Offices (HR 7577) 1310 666,278,000 626,958,000 626,958,000 650,438,200 650,438,200 641,135,800 
Defense 1159 42,942,345,000 42,711,105,000 42,711,105,000 
District of Columbia 
Federal Payment 1229 39,753,000 32,753,000 32,753,000 
District Budget 292,438,188 268,172,400 268,122,400 
Independent Offices (HR 7445) 942 $ 8,625,561,000  8,424,098,000 8,404,098,000 
Interior (HR 6345) 940 782,387,000 752,319,000 753,319,000 822,649,850 813,399,850 
Labor-HEW (HR 7035) 839 4,282,148,081 4,327,457,000  4,327,457,000 5,161,380,000 
Legislative (HR 7208) 1308 105,647,577 104,353,335 104,353,335 135,432,065 135,432,065 
Public Works 
State-Justice-Judiciary (HR 7371) 943 805,584,202 751,300,050 751,300,050 
Treasury-Post Office (HR 5954) 911 5,371,801,000 5,281,865,000 5,281,865,000 5,327,631,000 5,327,631,000 


Mutual Security 
Military Construction 


Latin America Aid (HR 6518) 910 600,000,000 600,000,000 600,000,000 600,000,000 600,000,000 $ 600,000,000 
3rd Supplemental, FY 1961 (HR 5188) 612 5,339,565,127 773,493,619 803,506,119  4,762,637,970 4,637,419,970 1,694,055,637 
4th Supplemental, FY 1961 (HR 7712) 1166 88,024,000 47,214,000 47,214,000 47,214,000 47,214,000 47,214,000 
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Presidential Report 








TEXT OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY’S REPORT TO THE NATION ON BERLIN 


Following is the text of the President’s July 25 report to the nation on the 
Berlin crisis: (See p. 1303) 


Good evening: 

Seven weeks ago tonight I returned from Europe to report on 
my meeting with Premier Khrushchev and the others. His grim 
warnings about the future of the world, his aide-memoire on Ber- 
lin, his subsequent speeches and threats which he and his agents 
have launched, and the increase in the Soviet Military Budget that 
he has announced, have all prompted a series of decisions by the 
Administration and a series of consultations with the Members of 
the NATO organization, In Berlin, as you recall, he intends to 
bring to an end, through a stroke of the pen, first our legal rights 
to be in West Berlin -- and secondly our ability to make good on 
our commitment to the two million free people of that city. That 
we Cannot permit. 

We are clear about what must be done -- and we intend to do 
it. I want to talk frankly with you tonight about the first steps 
that we shall take. These actions will require sacrifice on the part 
of many of our citizens. More will be required in the future. They 
will require, from all of us, courage and perseverance in the 
years to come. But if we and our allies act out of strength and 
unity of purpose -- with calm determination and steady nerves -- 
using restraint in our words as well as our weapons -- I am 
hopeful that both peace and freedom will be sustained. 

The immediate threat to free men isin West Berlin. But that 
isolated outpost is not an isolated problem. The threat is world- 
wide. Our effort must be equally wide and strong, and not be 
obsessed by any single manufactured crisis. We face a challenge 
in Berlin, but there is also a challenge in Southeast Asia, where 
the borders are less guarded, the enemy harder to find, and the 
danger of communism less apparent to those who have so little. 
We face a challenge in our own hemisphere, and indeed wherever 
else the freedom of human beings is at stake. 

Let me remind you that the fortunes of war and diplomacy left 
the free people of West Berlin in 1945, 110 miles behind the Lron 
Curtain, 

This map makes very clear the problem that we face. The 
white is West Germany -- the East is the area controlled by the 
Soviet Union, and as you can see from the chart, West Berlin is 
110 miles within the area which the Soviets now dominate -- which 
is immediately controlled by the so-called East German regime. 

We are there as a result ofour victory over Nazi Germany -- 
and our basic rights to be there deriving from that victory include 
both our presence in West Berlin and the enjoyment of access 
across East Germany. These rights have been repeatedly con- 
firmed and recognized in special agreements with the Soviet Union. 
Berlin is not a part of East Germany, but a separate territory 
under the control of the allied powers. Thus our rights there are 
clear and deep-rooted, But in addition tothose rights is our com- 
mitment to sustain -- and defend, ifneed be -- the opportunity for 
more than two million people to determine their own future and 
choose their own way of life. 





Il. 


Thus, our presence in West Berlin, and our access thereto, 
cannot be ended by any act of the Soviet government. The NATO 
shield was long ago extended to cover West Berlin -- and we have 
given our word that an attack in that city will be regarded as an 
attack upon us all, 

For West Berlin -- lying exposed 110 miles inside East 
Germany, surrounded by Soviet troops and close to Soviet supply 
lines, has many roles. It is more than a showcase of liberty, a 
symbol, an island of freedom ina Communist sea. It is even more 
than a link with the Free World, a beacon of hope behind the [ron 
Curtain, an escape hatch for refugees. 

West Berlin is all of that. But above all it has now become 
-- as never before -- the great testing place of Western courage 


and will, a focal point where our solemn commitments stretching 
back over the years since 1945, and Soviet ambitions now meet in 
basic confrontation. 

It would be a mistake for others to look upon Berlin, because 
of its location, as a tempting target. The United States is there; 
the United Kingdom and France are there; the pledge of NATO is 
there -- and the people of Berlin are there, It is as secure, in 
that sense, as the rest of us -- for we cannot separate its safety 
from our own. 

I hear it said that West Berlin is militarily untenable, And 
so was Bastogne. And so, in fact, was Stalingrad, Any dangerous 
spot is tenable if men -- brave men -- will make it so. 

We do not want to fight - but we have fought before. And 
others in earlier times have made the same dangerous mistake 
of assuming that the West was too selfish and too soft and too 
divided to resist invasions of freedom in other lands. Those who 
threaten to unleash the forces of war ona dispute over West Ber- 
lin should recall the words of the ancient philosopher: ‘‘A man 
who causes fear cannot be free from fear.’’ 

We cannot and will not permit the Communists todrive us out 
of Berlin, either gradually or by force. For the fulfillment of our 
pledge to that city is essential tothe morale and security of West- 
ern Germany, tothe unity of Western Europe, and to the faith of the 
entire Free World, Soviet strategy has long been aimed, not 
merely at Berlin, but at dividing and neutralizing all of Europe, 
forcing us back to our own shores. We must meet our oft-stated 
pledge to the. free peoples of West Berlin -- and maintain our 
rights and their safety, even in the face of force -- in order to 
maintain the confidence of other free peoples in our word and 
our resolve. The strength of the alliance on which our security 
depends is dependent in turn on our willingness to meet our com- 
mitments to them, 


Ill. 


So long as the Communists insist that they are preparing to 
end by themselves unilaterally our rights in West Berlin and our 
commitments to its people, we must be prepared to defend those 
rights and those commitments. We will at all times be ready to 
talk, if talk will help. But we must also be ready to resist with 
force, if force is used upon us. Either alone would fail. To- 
gether, they can serve the cause of freedom and peace. 

The new preparations that we shall make to defend the peace 
are part of the long-term build-up in our strength which has been 
underway since January. They are based on our needs to meet a 
world-wide threat, on a basis which stretches far beyond the 
present Berlin crisis. Our primary purpose is neither propaganda 
nor provocation -- but preparation. 

A first need is to hasten progress toward the military goals 
which the North Atlantic allies have set for themselves. In Europe 
today nothing less will suffice. We will put even greater resources 
into fulfilling those goals, and we look toour allies to do the same. 

The supplementary defense build-ups that I asked from the 
Congress in March and May have already started moving us toward 
these and our other defense goals, They included an increase in 
the size of the Marine Corps, improved readiness of our reserves, 
expansion of our air and sea lift, and stepped-up procurement of 
needed weapons, ammunition, and other items. To insure a con- 
tinuing invulnerable capacity to deter or destroy any aggressor, 
they provided for the strengthening of our missile power and for 
putting 50% of our B-52 and B-47 bombers on a ground alert 
which would send them on their way with 15 minutes warning. 

These measures must be speeded up, and still others must 
now be taken. We must have sea and airlift capable of moving our 
forces quickly and in large numbers to any part of the world. 

But even more importantly, we need the capability of placing 
in any critical area at the appropriate time a force which, com- 
bined with those of our allies, is large enough to make clear our 
determination and our ability to defend our rights at all costs -- 
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and to meet all levels of aggressor pressure with whatever levels 
of force are required. We intend to have a wider choice than 
humiliation or all-out nuclear action. 

While it is unwise at this time either to call up or send abroad 
excessive numbers of these troops before they are needed, let me 
make it clear that I intend totake,as time goes on, whatever steps 
are necessary to make certain that such forces can be deployed 
at the appropriate time without lessening our ability to meet our 
commitments elsewhere. 

Thus, in the days and months ahead, I shall not hesitate to ask 
the Congress for additional measures, or exercise any of the 
executive powers that I possess to meet this threat to peace. 
Everything essential to the security of freedom mustbe done; and 
if that should require more men, or more taxes, or more controls, 
or other new powers, I shall not hesitate to ask them. The meas- 
ures proposed today will be constantly studied, and altered as 
necessary. But while we will not let panic shape our policy, 
neither will we permit timidity to direct our program. 

Accordingly, I am now taking the following steps: 

(1) | am tomorrow requesting the Congress for the current 
fiscal year an additional $3,247,000,000 of appropriations for the 
Armed Forces. 

(2) To fill out our present Army Divisions, and to make more 
men available for prompt deployment, I am requesting an increase 
in the Army’s total authorized strength from 875,000 to approxi- 
mately 1 million men, 

(3) | am requesting an increase of 29,000 and 63,000 men 
respectively in the active duty strength of the Navy and the Air 
Force. 

(4) To fulfill these manpower needs, I am ordering that our 
draft calls be doubled and tripled in the coming months; | am 
asking the Congress for authority to order to active duty certain 
ready reserve units and individual reservists, and toextend tours 
of duty; and, under that authority, lam planningto order to active 
duty a number of air transport squadrons and Air National Guard 
tactical air squadrons, to give us the airlift capacity and protection 
that we need, Other reserve forces will be called up when needed. 

(5) Many ships and planes once headed for retirement are to 
be retained or reactivated, increasing our airpower tactically and 
our sea lift, airlift, and anti-submarine warfare capability. In 
addition, our strategic air power will be increased by delaying 
the deactivation of B-47 bombers. 

(6) Finally, some $1.8 billion -- about halfofthe total sum -- 
is needed for the procurement of non-nuclear weapons, ammuni- 
tion and equipment, 

The details on all these requests will be presented to the 
Congress tomorrow, Subsequent steps will be taken to suit sub- 
sequent needs. Comparable efforts for the common defense are 
being discussed with our NATO allies. For their commitment 
and interest are as precise as our own, 

And let me add that I am well aware of the fact that many 
American families will bear the burden ofthese requests. Studies 
or careers will be interrupted; husbands and sons will be called 
away; incomes in some cases will be reduced. But these are 
burdens which must be borne if freedom is to be defended -- 
Americans have willingly borne them before -- and they will not 
flinch from the task now. 


CIVIL DEFENSE 


We have another sober responsibility. To recognize the pos- 
sibilities of nuclear war in the missile age, without our citizens 
knowing what they should do and where they should go if bombs 
begin to fall, would be a failure of responsibility. In May, I 
pledged a new start on Civil Defense, Last week, | assigned, on 
the recommendation of the Civil Defense Director, basic respon- 
sibility for this program to the Secretary of Defense to make cer- 
tain it is administered and coordinated with our continental defense 
efforts at the highest civilian level, Tomorrow,I am requesting of 
the Congress new funds for the following immediate objectives: 
to identify and mark space in existing structures -- public and 
private -- that could be used for fall-out shelters in case of 
attack; to stock those shelters with food, water, first-aid kits and 
other minimum essentials for survival; toincrease their capacity; 
to improve our air-raid warning and fall-out detection systems, 
including a new household warning system which is now under 
development; and to take other measures that will be effective 
at an early date to save millions of lives if needed, 
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In the event of an attack, the lives of those families which are 
not hit in a nuclear blast and fire can still be saved -- if they can 
be warned to take shelter and if that shelter is available. We owe 
that kind of insurance to our families -- and to our country. In 
contrast to our friends in Europe, the need for this kind of protec- 
tion is new to our shores, But the time to start is now. In the 
coming months, I hope to let every citizen know what steps he can 
take without delay to protect his family in case of attack. | know 
that you will want to do no less. 


$5 BILLION DEFICIT 


The addition of $207 million in Civil Defense appropriations 
brings our total new defense budget requests to $3.454 billion, and 
a total of $47.5 billion for the year. This is an increase in the 
defense budget of $6 billion since January, and has resulted in offi- 
cial estimates of a budget deficit of over $5 billion. The Secretary 
of the Treasury and other economic advisers assure me, however, 
that our economy has the capacity to bear this new request. 

We are recovering strongly from this year’s recession. The 
increase in this last quarter ofour year of our total national output 
was greater than that for any postwar period of initial recovery. 
And yet, wholesale prices are actually lower than they were during 
the recession, and consumer prices are only 1/4of 1% higher than 
they were last October. In fact, this last quarter was the first in 
eight years in which our production has increased without an in- 
crease in the overall-price index. And for the first time since the 
fall of 1959, our gold position has improved and the dollar is more 
respected abroad. These gains, it should be stressed, are being 
accomplished with Budget deficits far smaller than those of the 
1958 recession, 

This improved business outlook means improved revenues; 
and I intend to submit to the Congress in January a budget for the 
next fiscal year which will be strictly in balance. Nevertheless, 
should an increase in taxes be needed -- because of events in the 
next few months -- to achieve that balance, or because of subse- 
quent defense rises, those increased taxes will be requested in 
January. 

Meanwhile, to help make certain that the current deficit is 
held to a safe level, we must keep down all expenditures not 
thoroughly justified in budget requests. The luxury of our current 
post-office deficit must be ended. Costs in military procurement 
will be closely scrutinized -- and in this effort | welcome the 
cooperation of the Congress. The tax loopholes! have specified -- 
on expense accounts, overseas income, dividends, interest, co- 
operatives and others -- must be closed. 

I realize that no public revenue measure is welcomed by 
everyone. But I am certain that every American wants to pay his 
fair share, and not leave the burden of defending freedom entirely 
to those who bear arms, For we have mortgaged our very future 
on this defense -- and we cannot fail to meet our responsibility. 


POSSIBILITIES OF NEGOTIATION 


But I must emphasize again that the choice is not merely be- 
tween resistance and retreat, between atomic holocaust and sur- 
render, Our peace-time military posture is traditionally defen- 
sive; but our diplomatic posture need not be. Our response to the 
Berlin crisis will not be merely military or negative. It will be 
more than merely standing firm. For we do not intend to leave 
it to others to choose and monopolize the forum and the framework 
of discussion. We do not intend to abandon our duty to mankind 
to seek a peaceful solution. 

As signers of the UN Charter, we shall always be prepared to 
discuss international problems with any and all nations that are 


willing to talk -- and listen -- with reason, If they have propo- 
sals -- not demands -- we shall hear them. If they seek genuine 
understanding -- not concessions of our rights -- we shall meet 


with them. We have previously indicated our readiness to remove 
any actual irritants in West Berlin -- but the freedom of that city 
is not negotiable. We cannot negotiate with those who say ‘‘What’s 
mine is mine and what’s yours is negotiable.’’ But we are willing 
to consider any arrangement or treaty inGermany consistent with 
the maintenance of peace and freedom, and with the legitimate 
security interests of all nations. 

We can recognize the Soviet Union’s historical concerns about 
their security in Central and Eastern Europe, after a series of 
ravaging invasions -- and we believe arrangements can be worked 
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out which will help to meet those concerns, and make it possible 
for both security and freedom to exist in this troubled area. 

For it is not the freedom of West Berlin which is ‘‘abnormal”’ 
in Germany today, but the situation in that entire divided country. 
If any one doubts the legality ofour rights in Berlin, we are ready 
to have it submitted to international adjudication, If anyone doubts 
the extent to which our presence is desired by the people of West 
Berlin, compared to East German feelings about their regime, we 
are ready to have that question submitted to a free vote in Berlin 
and, if possible, among all the German people. And let us hear 
at that time from the two and one-half million refugees who have 
fled the Communist regime in East Germany -- voting for 
Western-type freedom with their feet. 

The world is not deceived by the Communist attempt to label 
Berlin as a hot-bed of war. There is peace in Berlin today. The 
source of world trouble and tension is Moscow,not Berlin. And 
if war begins, it will have begun in Moscow and not Berlin. 

For the choice of peace or war is largely theirs, not ours, It 
is the Soviets who have stirred up this crisis. It is they who are 
trying to force a change. It is they who have opposed free elec- 
tions. It is they who have rejected an all-German peace treaty, 
and the rulings of international law. Andas Americans know from 
our history on our own old frontier, gun battles are caused by out- 
laws, and not by officers of the peace. 

In short, while we are ready to defendour interests, we shall 
also be ready to search for peace -- in quiet exploratory talks -- 
in formal or informal meetings. We do not want military consid- 
erations to dominate the thinking of either Eastor West, And Mr, 
Khrushchev may find that his invitation to other nations to join in 
a meaningless treaty may lead to their inviting him to join in the 
community of peaceful men, in abandoning the use of force, and 
in respecting the sanctity of agreements. 


OTHER RESPONSIBILITIES REMAIN 


While all of these efforts go on, we must not be diverted from 
our total responsibilities, from other dangers, from other tasks. 
If new threats in Berlin or elsewhere should cause us to weaken 
our program of assistance to the developing nations who are also 
under heavy pressure from the same source -- or to halt our 
efforts for realistic disarmament -- or to disrupt or slow down 
our economy -- or to neglect the education of our children -- then 
those threats will surely be the most successful and least costly 
maneuver in Communist history. For we can afford all these 
efforts, and more -- but we cannot afford not to meet this chal- 
lenge. 

And the challenge is nottous alone, It is a challenge to every 
nation which asserts its sovereignty under a system of liberty. 
It is a challenge to all who want a world of free choice. It is a 
special challenge to the Atlantic Community -- the heartland of 
human freedom. 

We in the West must move together in building military 
strength. We must consult one another more closely than ever 
before. We must together design our proposals for peace, and 
labor together as they are pressed at the conference table. And 
together we must share the burdens and the risks of this effort. 

The Atlantic Community, as we know it, has been built in 
response to challenge: the challenge of European chaos in 1947; 
of the Berlin blockade in 1948, the challenge of Communist aggres- 
sion in Korea in 1950. Now, standing strong and prosperous, after 
an unprecedented decade of progress, the Atlantic Community 
will not forget either its history or the principles which gave it 
meaning. 

The solemn vow each of us gave to West Berlin in time of 
peace will not be broken in time of danger. If we do not meet our 
commitments to Berlin, where will we later stand? If we are not 
true to our word there, all that we have achieved in collective 
security, which relies on these words, will mean nothing. And if 
there is one path above all others to war, it is the path of weak- 
ness and disunity. 

Today, the endangered frontier of freedom runs through di- 
vided Berlin. We want it to remain a frontier of peace. This is 
the hope of every citizen of the Atlantic Community, every citizen 
of Eastern Europe; and, I am confident, every citizen of the Soviet 
Union. For I cannot believe that the Russian people -- who bravely 
suffered enormous losses in the Second World War -- would now 
wish to see the peace upset once more in Germany. The Soviet 
government alone can convert Berlin’s frontier of peace into a 
pretext for war. 
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The steps I have indicated tonight are aimed at avoiding that 
war. To sum it all up: we seek peace -- but we shall not sur- 
render. That is the central meaning of this crisis -- and the 
meaning of your government’s policy. 

With your help, and the help ofother free men, this crisis can 
be surmounted. Freedom can prevail -- and peace can endure. 

I would like to close witha personal word, When | ran for the 
Presidency of the United States, | knew that this country faced 
serious challenges, but I could not realize -- nor could any man 
realize who does not bear the burdens of this office -- how heavy 
and constant would be those burdens. 

Three times in my life-time our country and Europe have 
been involved in major wars. In each case serious mis judgments 
were made on both sides of the intentions of others, which brought 
about great devastation. 

Now, in the thermo-nuclear age, any misjudgment on either 
side about the intentions of the other could rain more devastation 
in several hours than has been wrought in all the wars of human 
history. 

Therefore I, as President and Commander-in-Chief, and all 
of us as Americans, are moving through serious days. | shall 
bear this responsibility under our Constitution for the next three 
and one-half years, but I am sure that we all, regardless of our 
occupations, will do our very best for our country, and for our 
cause, For all of us wanttosee our children grow up in a country 
at peace, and in a world where freedom endures. 

I know that sometimes we get impatient, we wish for some 
immediate action that would end our perils, But 1 must tell you 
that there is no quick and easy solution. The communists control 
over a billion people, and they recognize that if we should falter, 
their success would be imminent. 

We must look to long days ahead, which if we are courageous 
and persevering can bring us what we all desire. 

In these days and weeks I ask for your help, and your advice. 
I ask for your suggestions, when you think we could do better. 

All of us I know love our country, and we shall all do our best 
to serve it, 

In meeting my responsibilities in these coming months as 
President, I need your good will, and your support -- and above 
all, your prayers. 

Thank you, and Goodnight. 


REQUESTS TO CONGRESS 
SPENDING REQUEST 


Following is the text of a July 26 letter from President Kennedy to the Presi 
dent of the Senate submitting his revised fiscal 1962 budget requests 


The President of the Senate 
Sir: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration of 
the Congress amendments to the budget for the fiscal year 1962 
involving an increase in the amount of $3,454,600,000 for the 
military functions of the Department of Defense. 

The details of these amendments, the necessity therefor, 
and the reasons for their submission at this time are set forth in 
the attached letter from the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, 
with whose comments and observations thereon I concur. 

Respectfully yours, 
John F, Kennedy 


REQUEST EXPLAINED 
Following is the text of a July 26 White House statement describing the neu 
budget requests: 


The President transmitted to Congress today amendments to 
the 1962 budget for military functions of the Department of Defense 
involving an increase of $3,454,600,000. 

The funds requested will provide for additional manpower and 
equipment primarily to improve the non-nuclear defense capabili- 
ties of our ground forces and of the air elements of the Navy and 
Air Force, provide increased air and sea lift, and expand our 
antisubmarine warfare program, In addition, they will support an 
invigorated civil defense program designed to lead to adequate 
protectionofour civilian population from the devastating effects 
of nuclear attack. 

Today’s amendments bring the total new obligational authority 
requested for the military functions of the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year 1962 to $47,506,113,000. 
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Expenditures in the fiscal year 1962 resulting from today’s 
request are estimated at $2,740,000,000, of which $2,600,000,000 is 
for programs of the armed forces and $140,000,000 is for civil 
defense. Total expenditures for the military functions of the De- 
partment of Defense in the fiscal year 1962 are now estimated 
at $46,640,000,000. 

Of the additional $3,454,600,000 requested today , $751,000,000 
is for military personnel; $743,000,000 is for operation and 
maintenance; $1,753,000,000 is for procurement; and $207 ,600,000 
is for civil defense. 

The specific increases are as follows: 





Original 
estimate as Revised 
amended estimate Increase 
Military Personnel 
Military personnel, 

Army $3,202,000,000 $3,697,000,000 $495,000,000 
Military personnel, 

Navy 2,600,000,000  2,692,000,000 92,000,000 
Military personnel, 

AF 4,033,000,000 4,197,000,000 164,000,000 
Operation and 
Maintenance’ 

Operation and Main- 

tenance, Army 3,322,000,000 3,716,000,000 394,000,000 
Operation and Main- 

tenance, Navy 2,721,000,000 2,905,000,000 184,000,000 
Operation and Main- 

tenance, Air Force 4,377,000,000 4,542,000,000 165,000,000 
Procurement 
Procurement of 

equipment and 

missiles, Army 2,012,000,000 2,564,000,000 552,000,000 
Procurement of air- 

craft and missiles, 

Navy 2,192,000,000 2,735,600,000 543,600,000 
Other procurement 704,000,000 869,400,000 165,400,000 
Procurement, Ma- 

rine Corps 203,000,000 270,000,000 67,000,000 
Aircraft procure- 

ment, Air Force 2,989,000,000 3,200,500,000 211,500,000 
Airlift moderniza- 

tion, Air Force 298,000,000 380,600,000 82,600,000 
Missile procure- 

ment, Air Force 2,792,000,000 2,800,800,000 8,800,000 
Other procurement, 

Air Force 1,002,000,000 1,124,100,000 122,100,000 
Civil Defense 
Civil defense, De- 

partment of Defense ------ 207,600,000 207,600,000 


MANPOWER CALL-UP 


Following is the text of a July 26 letter from the President to the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House proposing a Joint Resolution author- 
izing a call-up of additional manpower for the armed services: 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 

In order to attain the objectives which| outlined in my speech 
to the nation last evening, | am requesting the Congress to grant 
the temporary authority set forth in the attached proposed Joint 
Resolution to order to active duty certain units and individuals in 
the Ready Reserve, and to extend terms of service of military 
personnel, 

Sincerely, 
John F, Kennedy 


Text of Resolution 





To authorize the President to order units and members in the 
Ready Reserve to active duty for not more than 12 months, and for 
other purposes. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


United States of America in Congress assembled, That, notwith- 


standing any other provision of law, until July 1, 1962, the 
President may, without the consent of the persons concerned, 
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order any unit, and any member not assigned to a unit organized 
to serve as a unit, in the Ready Reserve of an armed force to 
active duty for not more than 12 consecutive months. However, 
not more than 250,000 members of the Ready Reserve may be on 
active duty (other than for training), without their consent, under 
this section at any one time. 

SEC, 2. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, until 
July 1, 1962, the President may authorize the Secretary of Defense 
to extend enlistments, appointments, periods of active duty, periods 
of active duty for training, periods of obligated service, or other 
military status, in any component of an armed force or in the 
National Guard that expire before July 1, 1962, for not more than 
12 months. 


FARM BILL LETTER 


Following is the text of a July 25 letter from the President to the Chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and the Chairman of the House 
Committee on Agriculture concerning the 1961 farm bill: (See p. 1305) 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 

First, | wish to thank you for your diligent and effective 
efforts in guiding the Agricultural Act of 1961 (S 1643 - HR 8230) 
through the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry (the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture). This bill, as approved by the Committee, 
will substantially strengthen the laws designed to meet the prob- 
lems which beset American agriculture, Although it omits some 
of the provisions which I recommended, the bill nevertheless 
is a very important and constructive piece of farm legislation. 

I wish to emphasize especially the need for prompt approval 
of programs for the 1962 crops of wheat and feed grains along 
the general lines included in these bills. 

These programs will accomplish the following results: 


(1) Increase the income of producers ofthese grains 
above that which they would receive under existing law 
-- probably in the neighborhood of $600 to $800 million 
in the 1962 crop year; 

(2) Reduce the ultimate costs to the Government 
resulting from the 1962 crops to a point far below the 
costs of the programs for these grains which would be 
required under existing law -- probably about $750 
million to $1 billion; 

(3) Prevent a further build-up and achieve a mod- 
erate reduction in the excessive stocks of these grains 
now on hand; and 

(4) Assure the continued availability of abundant 
stocks of these grains to meet the needs of consumers 
at reasonable and stable prices, and to provide adequate 
reserves for peacetime and emergency purposes. 


Early action on the wheat program is especially needed so 
that production can be reduced, and wheat carryovers decreased 
substantially in 1962-63, following the pattern being set by the 
Emergency Feed Grain Program this year. 

Extension of the 1961 Emergency Feed Grain Program is 
equally important. Corn stocks are expected to be reduced by 
400 million bushels in the coming year. Total feed grain stocks 
will be reduced by about 15 percent -- the first reduction in nearly 
a decade, But feed grains on hand when the 1962 harvest begins 
will still be equivalent to around 2,500 million bushels of corn, 
higher than at any time except 1960 and 1961, and far above our 
needs for reserve tocks. 

If the Emergency Feed Grain Program is not extended, acre- 
age and production in 1962 would increase to pre-1961 levels. 
Stocks of grain and costs to the Government would increase once 
more. Farm income would decline, both because of lower livestock 
prices which inevitably follow excessive grain supplies, and be- 
cause the price support levels effective in 1961 could not be justi- 
fied in 1962 without substantial adjustment of feed grain acreage 
and production. 

The feed grain program should be passed now -- not postponed 
until 1962. This will avoid the inconvenience to growers which 
results from emergency actions, will permit producers of fall- 
seeded barley to participate, and will provide time for a thorough 
review of administrative procedures. 

With every good wish, I am 

Sincerely, 
John F, Kennedy 


sonny 
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WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 


Remarks of the President July 20 on signing HR 6441, the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1961: (Weekly Report p. 1258) 


It is a great pleasure for me to sign HR 6441, the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1961, It is especially 
gratifying to sign this Act in the presence of the Members uf Con- 
gress whose labors made this legislation possible. 

I think this affords a more comprehensive and precise defini- 
tion of the Federal Government’s role in controlling the pollution 
of our country’s rivers and streams. 

I think it is very important to all of us in this generation to 
pass on and perhaps even better the position of all the natural 
resources that we have, and this is particularly true with water. 

I think only through an intensified attack by our communities, 
our states and by the national government, can we make real pro- 
gress on this most vital national problem. 

I therefore ask the governors, our mayors and our industrial 
leaders of the nation to pursue in close cooperation with all of us, 
the important work in this area, and I know that all of us in Con- 
gress and in the Administration will continue todevote a good deal 
of attention to this matter, And I know that under the leadership 
of Secretary Ribicoff of HEW, that HEW will also continue to meet 
its responsibilities. 


NASA AUTHORIZATION 


Remarks of the President July 21 before signing HR 6874, the fiscal 1962 
NASA authorization bill: (Weekly Report p. 1258) 


It is a pleasure to sign today the authorization bill for the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration. This bill has been 
approved by the Congress in an overwhelming manner and demon- 
strates united support for a new and vigorous space program, sub- 
mitted to our country by the Vice President as Chairman of the 
National Aeronautics and Space Council, sent to the Congress by 
me as President, and given overwhelming support by members of 
both of our parties who are committed, as we all are, to seeing to 
it that the United States occupies an important position in the race 
into the far reaches of Space. 

It is especially fitting that this bill should be signed on the day 
that our second Astronaut, Captain Virgil Grissom, with whom I 
spoke this morning, after he had made his successful flight. I 
think it is most important that we should have once again this 
emphasis on the leadership which our fellow Americans are show- 
ing in this field -- their courage, and also the strong scientific 
support that they have received from the entire American scien- 
tific community. 

It is significant, also, that this flight was made before the 
eyes of the watching world, with all the hazards that that entails. 

As our space program continues on even more ambitious 
missions, it will continue to be this nation’s policy to use space 
for the advancement of all mankind, and to make free release of 
all scientific and technological results, 

It is therefore with great pleasure that we sign it today. 


PRIVATE BILL VETO 


President Kennedy July 20 vetoed his second bill, a private bill, as follows: 
(Weekly Report p. 924) 


HR 4206 -- To relieve Melvin H. Baker and Frances V. 
Baker by refunding $12,760.04, representing an overpayment of 
1953 income tax resulting from the inclusion ofa $15,293.60 divi- 
dend received in Jan. 1954 in both the 1953 and 1954 income tax 
returns. The President said the three-year limit on claims for 
tax refund was needed to bring orderliness and finality to the 
administration of the tax system. He said the case was not dis- 
tinguished from others by any exceptional factors and relief of 
the case would violate the basic obligation of the Government to 
administer the tax system efficiently and to treat taxpayers alike. 
HR 4206 was introduced Feb, 9, 1961 by Rep. William E, Miller 
(R N.Y.), passed by the House April 11 and by the Senate July 7, 
and vetoed July 20. 
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FOREIGN AID 
(continued from p. 1316) 


Required a nation receiving a defense equipment 
grant to agree that no unauthorized personnel would use 
it, that it would not be transferred or used for any but 
intended purposes, and that it would be provided the same 
security protections as in the U.S, 

Authorized the President to use $200 million of De- 
fense Department supplies for military aid under certain 
circumstances, 

Retained a $55 million ceiling on military equipment 
aid for each Latin American nation, and stipulated that 
it should not be used to preserve internal security 
unless the U.S, President determined otherwise. 


Part Ill -- General Provisions 
CHAPTER 1, GENERAL 


Major provisions: 

Exempted goods for the Indus River project and 
goods bought abroad with local currency, acquired bythe 
U.S. from sale of aid products from requirements of the 
Merchant Marine Act that at least 50 percent of all 
aid goods be shipped in U.S, flag ships. 

Established a $5 million revolving fund to acquire 
usable but obsolete U.S. supplies to enable small 
businesses abroad to acquire needed machinery more 
easily through the foreign aid program. 

Required that plans and cost estimates be completed 
before more than $100,000 of U.S. aid was committed. 

Removed the $6,750,000 limit on supporting aid the 
President could commit through special authority tomeet 
U.S, objectives in West Berlin and Germany, 

Stipulated that U.S, aid to newly emerging nations 
should be channeled through multilateral organizations, 


CHAPTER II -- ADMINISTRATION 


Major provisions: 

Authorized the President to abolish the International 
Cooperation Administration and establish a new agency 
for non-military aid to be headed by an Under Secretary 
of State. 

Stipulated that the Development Loan Fund was to be 
administered through the new agency. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- July 25 -- The 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee approved by a 16-0 
vote a resolution (S Con Res 34) expressing the sense 
of Congress against the seating of Communist China in 
the United Nations and supporting U.S. nonrecognition of 
the Chinese Communist regime. Minority Leader 
Everett McKinley Dirksen (R II.) June 28 had said Repub- 
licans would add the resolution as a rider to the foreign 
aid bill if the Committee failed to take action on it. 

July 27 -- The House Foreign Affairs Committee 
tentatively approved the provision of the foreign aid bill 
(HR 7372) authorizing the President to borrow $8.8 
billion from the Treasury during the next five years to 
provide development loans on a long-term basis. 





Committee Assignment 


Rep. Stanley R. Tupper (R Maine) July 24 was 
named to a vacancy on the House District of Colum- 
bia Committee, The seat had not been filled in the 
87th Congress. 
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Public Laws -- Bills Introduced 





PUBLIC LAWS 


Public Law 87-88 

HR 6441 (S 120) -- Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1961. 
BLATNIK (D Minn.) -- 4/18/61 -- House Public Works reported 
April 25, 1961. House passed May 3, 1961. (Senate Public Works 
reported S 120 June 7, 1961.) Senate passed, amended, June 22, 


1961. House agreed to conference report July 13, 1961. Senate 
agreed to conference report July 14, 1961. President signed July 
20, 1961. 

Public Law 87-89 

S 1931 -- Amend Federal Aviation Act of 1958 re war risk insurance. 


MAGNUSON (D Wash.) -- 5/22/61 -- Senate Commerce reported June 
7, 1961. Senate passed June 12, 1961. House Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce reported June 22, 1961. House passed July 10, 1961. 
President signed July 20, 1961. 

Public Law 87-90 

S 537 -- Revise restrictions on conveyance of surplus land for historic 
monument purposes, McCLELLAN (D Ark.) -- 1/23/61 -- Senate 
Government Operations reported May 18, 1961. Senate passed 
May 26, 1961. House Government Operations reported June 20, 
1961. House passed July 19, 1961, President signed July 20, 
1961. 

Public Law 87-91 

S 540 -- Authorize 
publications. 
ernment Operations reported May 
26, 1961. House passed July 10, 1961. 
1961. 

Public Law 87-92 

S 1720 -- Extend until Dec, 31, 1961 the President’s authority to use 
grants of surplus farm commodities to promote economic develop- 
ment in underdeveloped countries (PL 480), HUMPHREY (D Minn.) 
-- 4/27/61 -- Senate Foreign Relations reported May 26, 1961. 
Senate passed June 1, 1961. House Foreign Affairs reported June 


federal agencies to pay in advance for required 
McCLELLAN (D Ark.) -- 1/23/61 -- Senate Gov- 
18, 1961. Senate passed May 
President signed July 20, 


26, 1961. House passed July 10, 1961. President signed July 20, 
1961. 

Public Law 87-93 

S 576 -- Amend Merchant Marine Act of 1936 re Merchant Marine Aca- 
demy. MAGNUSON (D Wash.) -- 1/23/61 -- Senate Commerce re- 


ported April 20, 1961. Senate passed April 24, 1961. House Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries reported June 15, 1961. House passed July 10, 
1961. President signed July 20, 1961. 

Public Law 87-94 

S 796 -- Authorize use of surplus personal property by state distribution 
agencies. McCLELLAN (D Ark.) -- 2/6/61 -- Senate Government 
Operations reported May 18, 1961. Senate passed May 26, 1961. 
House Government Operations reported June 21, 1961. House passed 
July 10, 1961, President signed July 20, 1961. 


Public Law 87-95 

HR 3385 -- Provide for free entry ofan electron microscope for use by Wad- 
ley Research Institute, Dallas, Texas. IKARD (D Texas) -- 1/25/61 -- 
House Ways and Means reported June 16, 1961. House passed June 19, 
1961. Senate Finance reported June 29, 1961. Senate passed July 7 
1961. President signed July 20, 1961. 

Public Law 87-96 

H J Res 472 -- Authorize apportionment to Massachusetts of its share of 
funds under National Interstate and Defense Highway program for fiscal 
1963. _McCORMACK (D Mass.) -- 7/10/61 -- House passed July 10, 
1961. Senate passed July 11, 1961. President signed July 20, 1961. 

Public Law 87-97 

HR 866 -- Require Board of Veterans Appeals to render findings of fact and 
conclusions of law in opinions setting forth decisions on appeals. 
TEAGUE (D Texas) -- 1/3/61 -- House Veterans’ Affairs reported Feb. 
21, 1961. House passed March 6, 1961. Senate Finance reported June 
29, 1961. Senate passed July 7, 1961. President signed July 20, 1961. 

Public Law 87-98 

HR 6874 -- Authorize appropriations for National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration. BROOKS (D La.) -- 5/8/61 -- House Science and As- 
tronautics reported May 12, 1961. House passed May 24, 1961. Senate 
Aeronautical and Space Sciences reported June 27, 1961. Senate passed, 
amended, June 28, 1961. Senate and House agreed to conference report 
July 20, 1961. President signed July 21, 1961. 

Public Law 87-99 

HR 7148 -- Re transportation of remains of veterans, who die in Veterans’ 
Administration facilities, to place of burial, TEAGUE (D Texas) -- 
5/17/61 -- House Veterans’ Affairs reported May 26, 1961. House 
Passed June 19, 1961. Senate Finance reported June 29, 1961. Senate 
passed July 7, 1961. President signed July 21, 1961. 

Public Law 87-100 

HR 4349 -- Place NROTC Regular graduates in a comparable status to Naval 
Academy graduates. RIVERS (DS.C.)-- 2/15/61 -- House Armed Serv- 
ices reported March 20, 1961. House passed April 11, 1961. Senate 
Armed Services reported June 29, 1961. Senate passed July 7, 1961 
President signed July 21, 1961. 

Public Law 87-101 

HR 2953 -- Provide certain military service be creditable for pension pur- 
poses. TEAGUE (D Texas) -- 1/18/61 -- House Veterans’ Affairs re- 
ported Feb, 21, 1961. House passed March6, 1961. Senate Finance re- 
ported June 29, 1961. Senate passed July 7, 1961. President signed 
July 21, 1961. 

Public Law 87-102 

HR 6269 -- Re veterans benefits following discharge. TEAGUE (D Texas) 
-- 4/12/61 -- House Veterans’ Affairs reported May 26, 1961. Hous« 
passed June 19, 1961. Senate Finance reported June 29, 1961. Senate 
passed July 7, 1961. President signed July 21, 1961. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


CQ’s eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


Indians, D.C., Territories 
Judiciary 
Commemorative 

6. NATIONAL SECURITY 


1. AGRICULTURE 

2. APPROPRIATIONS 

3. EDUCATION & WELFARE 
Education 


Health Armed Services & Defense 
Welfare Atomic Energy & Space 
Housing 7. PUBLIC WORKS & RESOURCES 
Veterans Lands 
4. FOREIGN POLICY Resources & Public Works 
International Affairs 8. TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 
Immigration Economic Policy & Regulations 
5. GENERAL GOVERNMENT Commerce 
Congress Labor 
Constitution & Civil Liberties Transportation 
Government Operations Taxes 


Post Office & Civil Service Tariffs 

Within each category are Senate bills in chronological order followed 
by House bills in chronological order. Bills are described as follows: 
Bill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor’s name, date intro- 
duced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored by more 
than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with additional sponsors 
listed. Private bills are not listed. 
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In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but eact 
bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the first bill 
introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described in full. Bills 
introduced subsequently during the period and identical in nature aré 
usually cited back to the earliest bills. Private bills are not listed 





Tally of Bills 








The number of measures -- Public bills listed this week 
public and private -- introduced 
in the 87th Congress from Jan. 3, Bills S$ 2258 - 2292 
1961, through July 21, 1961, HR 8176 - 8291 
Senate House Resolutions 
Bills 2,292 = 8,301 S J Res 118 
Joint Resolutions 118 494 S Con Res - none 
Concurrent S Res 182 
Resolutions 32 353 H J Res 482 - 494 
Simple Resolutions 182 382 H Con Res 350 - 353 
H Res 372 - 382 
TOTAL 2,624 9,530 














: 


f 


‘ 


S 226 








1. Agriculture 


HOUSE 


HR 8180 -- Specify price at which Commodity Credit Corporation may sell 
corn to feed livestock in emergency areas. HARRISON (R Wyo.) -- 
7/17/61 -- Agriculture. 

8208 -- Prohibit subsidized export of any agricultural commodity to 

Communist nations and prohibit sales by Commodity Credit Corporation 

of surplus agricultural commodities to such nations at prices less than 

those prices available to American consumers. CHAMBERLAIN (R 

Mich.) -- 7/18/61 -- Agriculture. 

HR 8221 -- Prohibit subsidized export of any agricultural commodity to 
Communist nations and prohibit sales by Commodity Credit Corporation 
of any agricultural commodities to such nations. ST, GEORGE (R N.Y.) 
-- 7/18/61 -- Agriculture. 

HR 8230 -- Improve and protect farm prices and farm income, adjust sup- 
plies of agricultural commodities with requirements, improve distribu- 
tion and expand exports of agricultural commodities. COOLEY (D 
N.C.) -- 7/19/61 -- Agriculture. 

HR 8231 -- Similar to HR 8221. GLENN (R N.J.) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8232 -- Similar to HR 8208. GLENN (R N.J.) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8233 -- Similar to HR 8221. HARSHA (R Ohio) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8234 -- Similar to HR 8208. HARSHA (R Ohio) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8247 -- Similar to HR 8221. NORBLAD (R Ore.) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8252 -- Similar to HR 8221. SCHERER (R Ohio) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8259 -- Similar to HR 8208, FINDLEY (R Ill.) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8262 -- Similar to HR 8221. DEVINE (R Ohio) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8273 -- Similar to HR 8208. KING (R N.Y.) -- 7/20/61. 

HR 8278 -- Similar to HR 8221. THOMSON (R Wis.) -- 7/20/61. 

HR 8281 -- Similar to HR 8221. CLANCY (R Ohio) -- 7/20/61. 

HR 8284 -- Similar to HR 8221, DERWINSKI (R III.) -- 7/20/61. 


=~ 


2. Appropriations 


NO INTRODUCTIONS 


3. Edueation and Welfare 
EDUCATION 
SENATE 


S 2265 -- Establish a teaching hospital for Howard University, transfer 
Freedmen’s Hospital to university. HUMPHREY (D Minn.) -- 7/17/61. 
-- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 


HR 8240 -- Extend for 3 years temporary provisions of Public Laws 815 and 
874, 8lst Congress, LANKFORD (D Mad.) -- 7/19/61 -- Education and 
Labor. 

HR 8245 -- Extend for 2 years temporary provisions of Public Law 874, 
8ist Congress, re federal assistance to schools in areas affected by 
federal activities. MONTOYA (D N.M.) -- 7/19/61 -- Education and 
Labor. 

HR 8246 -- Extend for 2 years temporary provisions of Public Law 815, 
81st Congress, re federal assistance in construction ofschools in areas 
affected by federal activities. MONTOYA (D N.M.) -- 7/19/61 -- 
Education and Labor. 

HR 8254 -- Similar to HR 8004. 

HR 8261 -- Similar to HR 7459. 

HR 8272 -- Similar to HR 8004. 

HR 8280 -- Similar to HR 7459, 

HR 8285 -- Similar to HR 8004, DERWINSKI (R Ill.) -- 7/20/61. 

HR 8287 -- Similar to HR 8004. MACDONALD (D Mass.) -- 7/20/61. 

HR 8288 -- Similar to HR 7459, QUIE (R Minn.) -- 7/20/61. 

HR 8289 -- Assist public and other nonprofit institutions of higher education 
in construction, rehabilitation, or improvement of needed academic and 
related facilities. QUIE (R Minn.) -- 7/20/61 -- Education and Labor, 


TEAGUE (R Calif.) -- 7/19/61. 
HENDERSON (D N.C.) -- 7/19/61. 
HIESTAND (R Calif.) -- 7/20/61. 
BROYHILL (R Va.) -- 7/20/61. 


HEALTH 
SENATE 


S 2269 -- Establish an Institute of Child Health and Human Development. 
HILL (D Ala.), Kerr (D Okla.) -- 7/18/61 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 

S 2273 -- Authorize grants, contracts, and jointly financed cooperative ar- 
rangements for research re material and child health services and 
crippled children’s services. KERR (D Okla.), Hill (D Ala.) -- 7/18/61 
-- Labor and Public Welfare. 








WELFARE 


HOUSE 


HR 8182 -- Amend Federal Employees’ Compensation Act to permit injured 
employees entitled to medical services under act to utilize services of 
chiropractors. MONTOYA (D N.M.) -- 7/17/61 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 8207 -- Authorize wider distribution of books and other special instruc- 
tion materials for blind, increase appropriations, BURKE (D Ky.) -- 
7/18/61 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 8212 -- Similar to HR 8207. FOGARTY (D R.1.) -- 7/18/61. 

HR 8251 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act to reduce from 72 to 67 
age at which deductions on account of outside earnings will cease to be 
made from benefits. ST. GERMAIN (D R.I.) -- 7/19/61 -- Ways and 
Means. 

HR 8260 -- Similar to HR 8028. HALPERN (R N.Y.) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8275 -- Amend Social Security Act to make individuals with tuberculosis 
or mental illness eligible for public assistance payments on same basis 
as with other illness. ST. GERMAIN (D R,1.) -- 7/20/61 -- Ways and 
Means. 

HR 8283 -- Amend title IV of Social Security Act re relief work programs. 
WHARTON (R N.Y.) -- 7/20/61 -- Ways and Means, 

HR 8290 -- Exempt from participation in Federal OASI program individuals 
whose church doctrines forbid participation on grounds of religious 
belief. SCHWEIKER (R Pa.) -- 7/20/61 -- Ways and Means, 


HOUSING 
NO INTRODUCTIONS 


VETERANS 
HOUSE 


HR 8183 -- Pay pension to widows of certain veterans. MONTOYA (D 
N.M.) -- 7/17/61 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 8253 -- Provide veterans’ benefits for Student’s Army Training Corps 
at Fort Hays, Kan., during World War 1. SHRIVER (R Kan.) -- 7/19/61 
-- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 8282 -- Provide there be no reduction of pension otherwise payable dur- 
ing hospitalization of certain veterans with awifeor child. TEAGUE (D 


Texas) -- 7/20/61 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 


4. Foreign Policy 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 


HOUSE 
HR 8242 -- Amend part II of Interstate Commerce Act re Canadian tourist 
transportation. MACK (D Ill.) -- 7/19/61 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


HR 8243 -- Similar to HR 8044, MAGNUSON (D Wash.) -- 7/19/61. 

HR 8249 -- Encourage and promote expansion through private enterprise 
of domestic exports in world markets. ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) 
7/19/61 -- Banking and Currency. 

HR 8257 -- Similar to HR 7500. BRADEMAS (D Ind.) -- 7/19/61. 

H J Res 484 -- Authorize President to take steps he deems necessary to 
carry out U.S, responsibilities for Berlin. COLMER (D Miss.) -- 
7/17/61 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H J Res 488 -- Similar to H J Res 478. PHILBIN (D Mass.) -- 7/18/61. 

H J Res 492 -- Similar to H J Res 478. O’NEILL (D Mass.) -- 7/20/61. 

H Con Res 350 -- Express sense of Congress that U.S. policy in Berlin be 
upheld, ROUSH (D Ind.) -- 7/17/61 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H Con Res 351 -- Support President's reply to the Soviet aide memoire on 


Germany and Berlin. GALLAGHER (D N.J.) -- 7/19/61 -- Foreigr 
Affairs. 
H Res 373 -- Support President’s reply to Soviet aide memoire on Germany 


and Berlin. FASCELL (D Fla.) -- 7/18/61 -- Foreign Affairs. 
H Res 379 -- Establish Special Committee on Captive Nations, MacGREGOR 


(R Minn.) -- 7/20/61 -- Rules. 
H Res 382 -- Similar to H Res 379. MORSE (R Mass.) -- 7/20/61. 
IMMIGRATION 
HOUSE 
HR 8291 -- Amend act enabling the U.S. to participate in resettlement of 


certain refugees. WALTER (D Pa.) -- 7/20/61 -- Judiciary. 


5. General Government 


CONGRESS 
HOUSE 


HR 8220 -- Provide authority for states to conduct a recount in contested 
elections to a seat in the U.S. House of Representatives. ROUSH (D 
Ind.) -- 7/18/61 -- House Administration. 
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H Res 374 -- Provide committee to consider removal of the U.S, Capitol or 
providing a supplemental Capitol. PATMAN (D Texas) -- 7/18/61 -- 
Rules. 

H Res 376 -- Provide a form of certificate of electionofa Member of House 
of Representatives. ROUSH (D Ind.) -- 7/19/61 -- House Administration. 

H Res 377 -- Authorize Committee on Banking and Currency to conduct an 
investigation of operation of Export Control Actof 1949. BROOMFIELD 
(R Mich.) -- 7/19/61 -- Rules. 


CONSTITUTION & CIVIL LIBERTIES 
HOUSE 


HR 8213 -- Make Commission on Civil Rights a permanent agency in execu- 
tive branch, broaden scope of duties. GALLAGHER (D N.J.) -- 7/18/61 
-- Judiciary. 

HR 8218 -- Amend Constitution of the U.S. re equal rights for men and 
women, OLSEN (D Mont.) -- 7/18/61 -- Judiciary. 

HR 8219 -- Withdraw federal support and approval from apprenticeship pro- 
grams which deny individuals an equal opportunity to participate on 
account of race, color, or creed. POWELL (DN.Y.) -- 7/18/61 -- 
Education and Labor. 

HR 8250 -- Indefinitely extend Civil Rights Commission. ROOSEVELT (D 
Calif.) -- 7/19/61 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 482 -- Amend Constitution to redefine ‘‘treason.’”” BENNETT (D 
Fla.) -- 7/17/61 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 485 -- Similar to H J Res 4. KOWALSKI (D Conn.) -- 7/17/61. 

H J Res 486 -- Amend Constitution of the U.S. providing for popular election 
of President and Vice President. JARMAN (D Okla.) -- 7/17/61 -- 
Judiciary. 

H J Res 490 -- Similar to H J Res 4, MILLS (D Ark.) -- 7/19/61. 

H J Res 491 -- Similar to H J Res 4. BRAY (R Ind.) -- 7/20/61. 

H J Res 493 -- Similar to H J Res 4, ROUDEBUSH (R Ind.) -- 7/20/61. 

H J Res 494 -- Similar to H J Res 4, RANDALL (D Mo.) -- 7/20/61. 


GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
SENATE 


S 2286 -- Provide periodic congressional review of federal grants-in-aid to 
state and local units of government, MUSKIE (D Maine), Mundt (R S.D.), 
Humphrey (D Minn.), Ervin (D N.C.) -- 7/20/61 -- Government Opera- 


tions. 
HOUSE 


HR 8209 -- Amend section 15 of Administrative Expenses Act of 1946 re 
contracts by departments of Government for experts and consultants. 
DAWSON (D Ill.) -- 7/18/61 -- Government Operations, 

HR 8241 -- Convey property of the U.S, to Maryland. LANKFORD (D Md.) 
-- 7/19/61 -- Government Operations. 

HR 8248 -- Provide an orderly program of decentralization and relocation of 
facilities and personnel of executive agencies. REUSS (D Wis.) -- 
7/19/61 -- Government Operations. 

HR 8255 -- Convey certain land in Arkansas to Fayetteville, Ark, TRIMBLE 
(D Ark.) -- 7/19/61 -- Government Operations, 


POST OFFICE & CIVIL SERVICE 
SENATE 


S 2283 -- Grant credit in filling positions in postal fieldservices to persons 
who have served under temporary appointments. BOGGS (R Del.) -- 


7/20/61 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 
HOUSE 
HR 8188 -- Amend Civil Service Retirement Act to provide resumption of 


surviving widows annuities upon termination of subsequent remarriages. 
WESTLAND (R Wash.) -- 7/17/61 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 
HR 8235 -- Grant civil service employees retirement after 30 years’ serv- 
ice. HOLTZMAN (D N.Y.) -- 7/19/61 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 


INDIANS, D.C,, TERRITORIES 
HOUSE 


HR 8178 -- Provide an elected mayor, city council, and nonvoting Delegate 
to House of Representatives for District of Columbia. COHELAN (D 
Calif.) -- 7/17/61 -- District of Columbia, 

HR 8181 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to construct a National Fisheries 
Center and Aquarium in District of Columbia. KIRW/.N (D Ohio) -- 
7/17/61 -- District of Columbia. 

HR 8184 -- Similar to HR 8178. MULTER (DN.Y.) -- 7/17/61. 

HR 8217 -- Amend District of Columbia Alcoholic Beverage Control Act to 
permit restaurants to sell alcoholic beverages on credit. MULTER (D 
N.Y.) -- 7/18/61 -- District of Columbia. 
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HR 8236 -- Use funds from judgments in favor of any of Confederated Tribes 
of Colville Reservation. HORAN (R Wash.) (by request) -- 7/19/61 -- 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 8256 -- Amend section 10 of Organic Act of Guam re legislative branch, 
WESTLAND (R Wash.) -- 7/19/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 


JUDICIARY 
SENATE 


S 2270 -- Transfer certain counties from western division of western district 
of Missouri to St. Joseph division ofdistrict. LONG (D Mo.), Symington 
(D Mo.) -- 7/18/61 -- Judiciary. 

S 2285 -- Provide an alternative plan for retirement of justices and judges. 
EASTLAND (D Miss.) (by request) -- 7/20/61 -- Judiciary. 

S Res 182 -- Re filling of vacancies on Supreme Court. THURMOND (D 
S.C.) -- 7/20/61 -- Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


HR 8189 -- Require certain proceedings must be instituted in judicial circuit 
where controversy arose. DORN (D S.C.) -- 7/17/61 -- Judiciary. 

HR 8216 -- Transfer certain counties from Western Division of Western 
District of Missouri to the St. Joseph Division of district. HULL (D 
Mo.) -- 7/18/61 - Judiciary. 

HR 8271 -- Amend act granting consent of Congress to compacts byNebraska, 
Wyoming, and South Dakota to extend time for negotiation. HARRISON 
(R Wyo.) -- 7/20/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H Res 372 -- Declare Eastern Orthodox Church to be a major faith in the 
U.S. MOORE (R W.Va.) -- 7/17/61 -- Judiciary. 


COMMEMORATIVE 
SENATE 

S J Res 118 -- Designate rose as national flower of the U.S. KEATING (R 
N.Y.), Bridges (R N.H.), Javits (R N.Y.), Neuberger (D Ore.), Scott (R 
Pa.), Tower (R Texas) -- 7/17/61 -- Judiciary. 

HOUSE 
H J Res 483 -- Proclaim Oct, 22-28, 1961 National Gifted Child Week. 
BOLAND (D Mass.) -- 7/17/61 -- Judiciary. 
7 al . 
6. National Security 
ARMED SERVICES & DEFENSE 
SENATE 

S 2267 -- Authorize Secretary of Navy to convey certain property « 
Hawaii. FONG (R Hawaii), Long (D Hawaii) -- 7/18/61 -- Armed 
Services. 

HOUSE 

HR 8185 -- Direct Secretary of Army to transfer U.S. vessel Mississippi 
to Administrator of General Services and dispose of such vessel, SMITH 
(D Miss.) -- 7/17/61 -- Armed Services. 

H Con Res 352 -- Express approval of Congress, pursuant to section 3(e) of 
Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act, 50 U.S.C. 98b(e), of 
certain materials from national stockpile. VINSON (D Ga.) -- 7/19/61 
-- Armed Services. 

ATOMIC ENERGY & SPACE 
HOUSE 


HR 8286 -- Research and develop practical means for utilization of solar 
energy. HOSMER (R Calif.) -- 7/20/61 -- Science and Astronautics. 


7. Public Works & Resources 
LANDS 
SENATE 
S 2272 -- Disclaim interest in rights in certain lands in Nevada, BIBLE (D 
Nev.) -- 7/18/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 


HOUSE 


HR 8187 -- Provide maintenance of graves of former Presidents. WHAR- 
TON (R N.Y.) -- 7/17/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 
HR 8244 -- Similar to HR 8030. MAGNUSON (D Wash.) -- 7/19/61. 
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RESOURCES & PUBLIC WORKS 
SENATE 


S 2258 -- Modify existing project for Milwaukee Harbor, Wis., to improve 
navigation, WILEY (R Wis.) -- 7/17/61 -- Public Works. 

§ 2280 -- Provide appropriation not to exceed $80,000 to make a survey of 
a proposed national parkway in Utah connecting national parks and monu- 
ments in southwestern part of Utah and national monuments and recrea- 
tion areas in south-central and southeastern parts. BENNETT (R 
Utah) -- 7/20/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 


HOUSE 


HR 8177 -- Develop Nation’s natural resources through coordinated planning 
of water and related land resources, establishment ofa Water Resources 
Council and river basin commissions, and financial assistance to states 
to increase participation. ASPINALL (D Colo.) -- 7/17/61 -- Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

HR 8206 -- Authorize modification of repayment contract with Fort Shaw 
Irrigation District. BATTIN (R Mont.) -- 7/18/61 -- Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

HR 8214 -- Similar to HR 8143. GIAIMO (D Conn.) -- 7/18/61. 

HR 8215 -- Establish advisory committee on king and silver salmon, HAN- 
SEN (D Wash.) -- 7/18/61 -- Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

HR 8227 -- Establish an annex to Grafton National Cemetery, Grafton, 
W.Va. BAILEY (D W.Va.) -- 7/19/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 8237 -- Establish a national wilderness preservation system, INOUYE 
(D Hawaii) -- 7/19/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 8238 -- Amend title 23, USC re industrial and commercial plans. 
INOUYE (D Hawaii) -- 7/19/61 -- Public Works. 

HR 8258 -- Preserve certain portions of shoreline areas ofthe U.S, CONTE 
(R Mass.) -- 7/19/61 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H J Res 487 -- Similar to H J Res 479. DINGELL (D Mich.) -- 7/18/61. 

H J Res 489 -- Similar to H J Res 479. GOODLING (R Pa.) -- 7/19/61. 

H Res 380 -- Express sense of House of Representatives re administration 
by Secretary of Commerce of Federal-aid highway program. BARING 
(D Nev.) -- 7/20/61 -- Public Works. 


2 ~ 7 li > 
8. Taxes and Economic Policy 
ECONOMIC POLICY & REGULATIONS 
SENATE 
S 2264 -- Continue Export-Import Bank for additional 5 years. JAVITS (R 
N.Y.) -- 7/17/61 -- Banking and Currency. 
S 2268 -- Apply federal criminal law to certain events on board aircraft in 


air commerce, ENGLE (D Calif.) -- 7/18/61 -- Commerce. 
CAPEHART 


S 2290 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 
(R Ind,), Talmadge (D Ga.) -- 7/20/61 -- Commerce, 
HOUSE 
HR 8176 -- Authorize annual appropriation to reimburse Commodity Credit 


Corporation for net realized losses during any fiscal year in lieu of 
annual appropriations to restore capital impairment based on annual 
Treasury appraisals. SPENCE (D Ky.) -- 7/17/61 -- Banking and 
Currency. 
HR 8210 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934, as amended. 
(D Mich.) -- 7/18/61 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
HR 8211 -- Similar to HR 8210. FLYNT (D Ga.) -- 7/18/61. 
HR 8228 -- Similar to HR 8210. BENNETT (R Mich.) -- 7/19/61. 
HR 8274 -- Similar to HR 8210. LOSER (D Tenn.) -- 7/20/61. 
HR 8277 -- Simplify and improve election and appointment of directors of 


DINGEL I 


Federal home loan banks, SPENCE (D Ky.) -- 7/20/61 -- Banking and 
Currency. 
COMMERCE 
HOUSE 
HR 8276 -- Establish program of advisory services to small business and 


other concerns. SCHWENGEL (R lowa) -- 7/20/61 -- Banking and 


Currency. 


LABOR 
SENATE 


S 2292 -- Limit and prevent certain concerted activities by labor organiza 
tions which interfere with or obstruct or impede free production of 
goods for commerce or free flow in commerce. THURMOND (D S.C.) 
-- 7/20/61 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 


HR 8191 -- Amend Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to extend child labor 
provisions to certain children employed in agriculture, ZELENKO (D 
N.Y.) -- 7/17/61 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 8279 -- Similar to HR 8191. ZELENKO (D N.Y.) -- 7/20/61. 


TRANSPORTATION 
HOUSE 


HR 8186 -- Create separate Federal Maritime Commission charged with 
regulatory functions of present Federal Maritime Board. TOLLEFSON 
(R Wash.) -- 7/17/61 -- Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


TAXES 
SENATE 


S 2266 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide certain distribu- 
tions of stock made pursuant to orders enforcing antitrust laws not be 
treated as dividend distributions but as a return of basis and result in 
gain only to extent basis of underlying stock is exceeded; provide 
dividend in kind received by a corporation be its fair market value. 
WILLIAMS (R Del.), Bennett (R Utah) -- 7/17/61 -- Finance. 

S 2288 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 re percentage depletion 
rate for clay and shale in manufacture of brick, tile, and kindred pro- 
ducts and treatment processes considered mining in clay and shale. 
ERVIN (D N.C,), Allott (R Colo.), Capehart (R Ind,.), Carlson (R Kan.), 
Cooper (R Ky.), Eastland (D Miss.), Ellender (D La.), Engle (D Calif.), 
Hill (D Ala.), Jordan (D N.C.), Kuchel (R Calif.), McClellan (D Ark.), 
Miller (R lowa), Morton (R Ky.), Schoeppel (R Kan.), Smathers (D 
Fla.), Sparkman (D Ala.), Talmadge (D Ga.), Thurmond (D S.C.) -- 
7/20/61 -- Finance. 

S 2289 -- Re application of ‘‘gross income from mining’’ and 
treatment processes normally applied by mine owners or operators ir 
order to obtain the commercially marketable mineral product or 
products’’ to certain clays and shale for taxable years before Dec 
14, 1959, ERVIN (DN.C,), Allott (R Colo.), Capehart (R Ind,), Carlsor 
(R Kan.), Cooper (R Ky.), Curtis (R Neb.), Eastland (D Miss.), Ellender 
(D La.), Engle (D Calif.), Fulbright (D Ark.), Hill (D Ala.), Jordan (D 
N.C,), Kuchel (R Calif.), Miller (R lowa), Morton (R Ky.), Schoeppel 
(R Kan.), Smathers (D Fla.), Sparkman (D Ala.), Talmadge (D Ga.,), 


ordinar\ 


Thurmond (D S.C.), Yarborough (D Texas) -- 7/20/61 Finance 
HOUSE 
HR 8179 -- Provide a special deduction from gross income for a taxpayer 
supporting an aged dependent who has no retirement income of his owr 
FARBSTEIN (D N.Y.) -- 7/17/61 -- Ways and Means, 


HR 8190 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide certain dis- 
tributions of stock made pursuant to orders enforcing antitrust laws 
not be treated as dividend distributions but as a return of basis and 
result in gain only to extent basis of underlying stock is exceeded; 
provide dividend in kind received by a corporation be its fair market 


value. MASON (R III.) -- 7/17/61 -- Ways and Means, 
HR 8239 -- Provide more equitable tax treatment of professional athletes 
KING (D Utah) -- 7/19/61 -- Ways and Means. 
TARIFFS 
HOUSE 


HR 8229 -- Include imported cotton articles within certain proclamations 
under section 22 of Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, MIL! 
(D Ark.) -- 7/19/61 -- Ways and Means, 
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TASK FORCE ON INDIANS URGES RESERVATION REFORMS 


The United States Government should launch a new 
program to develop the resources of Indian reservations, 
and both the Government and reservation Indians should 
initiate a program to improve ‘‘the truly shocking’’ hous- 
ing conditions on Indian reservations, an Indian task force 
reported to Interior Secretary Stewart L. Udall July 10. 

School construction should be stepped up on Indian 
reservations, and consideration should be given to putting 
schools on a year-around-use basis to accelerate Indian 
education, the task force stated. 

It also recommended that the Federal Government 
should make a frontal attack on discrimination against 
Indians by states and counties, and the Secretary of 
Interior should insist that Indian courts and tribal 
governments extend constitutional guarantees to indi- 
vidual citizens living within their jurisdiction. 

The task force downgraded termination ofall federal 
services to Indians as an aim in itself. But it said that 
“eligibility for special federal services should be with- 
drawn from Indians with substantial incomes and superior 
educational experience.”’ It likewise downgraded a govern- 
ment program to relocate reservation Indians to new jobs 
off their reservations. Both termination and relocation 
were among the major policies of the Eisenhower Admin- 
istration, and both were roundly condemned by all Indian 
lobby organizations and many Indian tribes. 

The recommendations of the four-man Indian task 
force are likely to form the basis of Indian policy and 
programs for years to come. The task force was 
appointed by Udall early in February to make a compre- 
hensive review of federal Indian programs. Members of 
the task force were W.W. Keeler, executive vice president 
of Phillips Petroleum Co,, of Bartlesville, Okla., chair- 
man; Phillio Nash, former lieutenant governor of Wis- 
consin and prospective Indian Commissioner; James E. 
Officer, a University of Arizona anthropologist; William 
Zimmerman Jr., of Washington, D.C., former acting 
Indian Commissioner in the Truman Administration. The 
report was made by the task force following six months of 
study and field hearings. 

Udall generally endorsed the recommendations of the 
task force report at a press conference July 12. The 
Interior Department already has sent legislation to Capitol 
Hill to implement two recommendations: to clear up the 
complex problem of Indian land in fractionated heirships 
(S 1392, HR 8077) and to establish a 15-member advisory 
board to advise the Bureau of Indian Affairs (HR 
8076). Indians and their federal-aid programs are becom- 
ing an increasingly important problem for Congress. The 
population of Indians living on reservations has increased 
in recent years -- it nowstands at about 360,000 as com- 
pared with about 250,000 in 1880. Congress, in Interior 
Department appropriations this year, appropriated about 
$220 million for Indian programs for fiscal year 1962, 
about $180 million more than in 1948. These figures 
do not count costs of paying for awards made by the Indian 
Claims Commission. 

Task force recommendations: 


Objectives. Maximum Indian economic self-suffi- 
ciency and full Indian participation in American life; 
equal citizenship participation and responsibility for 
Indians; termination of federal aid to Indians per se is 
not a major objective, but the Government should with- 
draw special federal services from Indians with sub- 
stantial incomes and superior education and experience, 
and Indians who can afford to do so should contribute to 
the cost of their own medical care. 


Economic Development. Establish a reservation de- 
velopment loan fund to be administered by the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs; expand BIA’s current revolving loan fund; 
expand the present vocational training program and 
Indian employment in Indian border areas and de- 
emphasize the program relocating Indians to large urban 
areas; provide tax and other inducements to industry to 
locate in Indian country; encourage use of Indian 
claims awards for tribal resource development; use 
Indian labor on reservation construction jobs; resolve 
Indian land heirship problem; encourage Indian arts 
and crafts. 


Housing. Establish a BIA housing branch and en- 
courage Indian participation in various federal housing 
programs, including public housing; expand sources of 
credit including use of BIA revolving loan fund for 
Indian housing loans; step up Indian sanitation program 
to install sewage systems in Indian communities. 


Education. Build more schools on reservations for 
use of Indian day students; consider use of Indian school 
facilities on year-around basis to accelerate Indian pri- 
mary and secondary education and provide recreation fa- 
cilities for Indian youths; establish public school districts 
on reservations preparatory to transferring Indian 
schools to such districts; encourage PTA participation 
by Indian parents; provide more Indian college scholar- 
ships, special courses for prospective Indian college 
students and more language training for Indian teachers; 
make Indian education survey. 


Indian-Government Relations. Stop discrimination 
against Indians by filing federal suits against states and 
counties denying off-reservation Indians welfare benefits; 
encourage federal aid for general welfare assistance to 
off-reservation Indians by amendment to the Social 
Security Act; force Indian tribal governments to extend 
and enforce constitutional guarantees to protect persons 
under their jurisdiction; bring Indian courts and legal 
codes into line as nearly as possible with state civil and 
criminal laws; urge federal, state and tribal officials 
to prepare for step-by-step transfers to the states of 
legal jurisdiction over Indians in special types of legal 
actions; develop Indian water projects to protect Indian 
water rights; bring tribal constitutions up to date and 
encourage tribal governments to tax individual Indians 
living on reservations; decentralize authority and other- 
wise reorganize BIA; set up an advisory board to advise 
the Indian Commissioner. 
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CQ Senate Votes 98 through 103. 


Senate Upholds Feed Grains Extension in 1961 Farm Bill, 


Votes to Keep Cooperative Mergers Under Antitrust Laws 


98. 


S 1643. Agricultural Act of 1961. Kefauver (D Tenn.) 
amendment to delete a section clarifying and reaffirming 
the right of cooperatives to join in federations. Rejected 


subject to the antitrust laws. Agreed to 50-39 (D 22-35; 
R 28-4), July 26, 1961. The President did not take a position 
on the amendment. 

























































































39-57 (D 20-42; R 19-15), July 25,1961, A “nay was a vote 102. S 1643. Miller (R lowa) amendment to a Lon 
. ; ry ’ a . ° ong (D Lm.) 
supporting the President’s position. (See story p. 1305) amendment (below) to substitute the Attorney General for 
99. S 1643. Williams (R Del.) amendment to eliminate a one-year the Secretary of Agriculture as the official to determine 
extension of the 1961 feed grains program. Rejected 36-59 whether a merger or acquisition by a cooperative lessened 
(D 10-51; R 26-8), July 26, 1961. A ‘‘nay’’ was vote support- competition or created a monopoly. Rejected 32-42 (D 8-37; 
ing the President’s position. R 24-5), July 26, 1961. The President did not take a position 
100. S 1643. Kefauver (D Tenn.) amendment to apply the anti- on the amendment. 
trust laws to federations of cooperatives. Rejected 40-53 103. S 1643, Long (D La.) amendment to restore the provision 
(D 20-39; R 20-14), July 26, 1961. The President did not eliminated by the Kefauver amendment (RC 101, above) but 
take a position on the amendment. to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to prohibit mergers 
or acquisitions by cooperatives if they lessened competition 
101. S 1643. Kefauver (D Tenn.) amendment deleting authority for or created a monopoly. Kefauver motion to table (kill) the 
cooperatives to merge with or acquire other cooperatives amendment agreed to 41-37 (D 14-35; R 27-2), July 26, 1961. 
and corporations without such merger or acquisition being The President did not take a position on the amendment. 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC a REPUBLICAN J 
Vote No. | 98 | 99 | 100 | 101| 102 | 103 | voene | 98 | 99 | 100| 101 | 102| 103 | VowNe | 98 | 99 | 100! 101 | 102 | 103 
Yeo 39 % 40 50 32 4) Yee 20 10 20 22 8 14 Yeo 19 26 20 28 24 27 
Ney c 5 | 53 | 39] 42 | 97 Ney 42 51 39 | 35 | 37] 35 Ney 15 3 14 “ 5 | 2 
Co & “— ® “a & > y Record Vote For (yea). 
i $s £ $ " & $s © g g: & Ps £ ¢ } pain CQ Poll For. 
BAMA INDIANA iw 
ALA NEBRA wed Against. 
Hill NN NNN NI] Hartke NNNNNN a" YNYYYY = ieee re. ANS SE, 
Sparkman NN N N N WN Capebart a: F Masha YYYyYyYsyY a . aan He 
ALASKA 1OWA NEVADA 
Bartlett NN N N N WN Hickenlooper N Y 2 ee se Bible YYYYSYN Pd & & ~ Fs) 
i "Bibi! “behead? "See, a 
ANSA Ww 
Hayden NNN? ~- -1 Carleen NNYYNY a Y NY 2. 2? | SOUTH CAROLINA 
Goldwater Y Y Y Y Y Y| Schoeppel Y NY Y Y Y| Cotton vyyvyvvvi. WN NNN NS 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY NEW JERSEY Thurmond a i a ee 
Fulbright Y Ny 2 2 2) Cooper ‘J 33% tl ae YI eee 
McClellan N Y ? ? ? ?] Morton YY YY YY! Case vyvyvyvi = Ee BS a 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA NEW MEXICO Mundt NNNY Y Y 
Engle T @peTo 2s Ellender N NN N N NI Anderson YNYYVJY TENNESSEE 
Kuchel NY NY Y YI. Lon N NN NNN Chavez ea ee ee e ee el 
COLORADO MAIN NEW YORK gee Kefauver ee (ee 
Carroll Y NY Y Y YI Muskie NNNNNWN| Javits NY NY Y y| TEXAS 
Allott x vy? F Smith NY NY NY Keating NYNY YY Yarborough NN N N N WN 
CONNECTICUT MARYLAND NORTH CAROLINA Tower YYYVVv 
Dodd YY Y ¥ Vv Y! Beall NY NY Y Y! Ervin NNNNWNW wN| UTAH 
Bush Y Y NY Y Y| Butler Y Y NY Y Y| Jordon NNNNNN| Moss ah. a 
DELAWARE MASSACHUSETTS NORTH DAKOTA comnts i i 
Boggs VV © ¥i oo NY Y Y¥ Vv V| Burdick NN NNN N| VERMONT 
Williams Y Y Y Y Y Y| Saltonstall NY Y Y ? Y| Young NNNWNNN| Aiken a. te oe 
FLORIDA MICHIGAN OHIO Prouty Nw VY MA BSR 
Holland NN NNN NI Hart N NNNWNNI Leusche YYYYNN VIRGINIA 
Smathers N N N N N N|{_ McNamara NN NN N NI! Young YNYYNWN Byrd ey vy we 
GEORGIA MINNESOTA OKLAHOMA Robertson NY NY NWN 
Russell NNNY X X Humphrey NN NNN NI Kerr NNN NNN —e— 
Talmadge N NN NN N| McCorthy N NNN X X] Monroney NNNY WN Y| Zockson NN NNN N 
HAWAII MISSISSIPPI OREGON son N NN N NN 
Long Y NY Y ? ?| Eastland N NNN X -| Morse -xx x x - | TESE VIRGINA 
Fong | ae de Dee a le Stennis N NN NN NI Neuber i Se Byrd NN NN N WN 
IDAH MISSOURI PENNSYLVANIA contol NNNN- - 
Church Y NY Y Y¥ Y]_ Long NNNNNNI Clark Y NV Y Y Y | WISCONSIN 
Dworshak TV Oe Fe Symington NNNNNWNI Scott YYYYYY Proxmire NN NN NWN 
ILLINOIS MONTANA RHODE ISLAND Wiley N NNN ? ? 
Douglas Y N Y N N N| Mansfield NNN NNN! Pastore Yyryyygy ao oy NNNNNY 
Dirksen , i i i le eee Metcalf NNN WN X N| Pell aie el le ge McGee N N NWN WNWN 
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CQ House Votes 61 through 62. 


(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 119, 120.) 


House Votes $883,359,000 in Military Construction Funds, 


Refuses Money to Transfer Army Food and Container Institute 


62. HR 8302. 


61. HR 8302, Military construction appropriation bill. Yates (D 
Ill.) amendment to eliminate funds to finance the transfer 
of the Army Food and Container Institute from Chicago to 
Natick, Mass. Agreed to 241-170 (D 177-66; R 64-104) July 
25, 1961. The President did not take a position on the amend- 
ment, (See story p. 1309) 


Appropriate for fiscal 1962 $883,359,000 for con- 
struction at military installations in the United States and 
abroad. Passed 409-0 (D 241-0; R 168-0) July 25, 1961. 
The President did not take a position on the bill. 













































































TOTAL DEMOCRATIC. ! REPUBLICAN 
Vote No | 6 | 62 | Vote Wo. | | 61 | 62 | Vote No. | 61 6 62 im a ie 
Yea 241 | 409 Vou 177 | 241 Yeo | 64 168 
Noy | 170 0 Nay 66 0 Ney | 104 | ry | 
| 
61 62 61 62 61 62 KEY 
ALABAMA 19 Holifield ¥ ¥ HAWAII _ . 
3 Andrews N Y 17 King Y Y AL Inouye 7 “Fe L — Vote For (yea). 
1 Boykin ? ? 26 Roosevelt Y Y IDAHO + hc 
7 Elliott YY 16 Bel! NY 2 Harding Y Y . a a oll For. 
2 Grant Y Y 21 Hiestand N Y 1 Pfost Y Y ; nt er gainst (nay). 
9 Huddleston N Y | 18 Hosmer NY ILLINOIS fo ae 
ay ee Y Y | 24 Lipscomb N Y 25 Gray , He. ; ae “ = gainst. 
i tien Y Y | 15 McDonough N Y 21 Mack Y Y sent, General Pair, — Did 
4 Roberts | eS | 25 Rousselot N Y 24 Price ¥ Zz é Dae eatieoeeiien 
6 Selden oy | 20 Smith Y Y 23 Shipley 7 e 
ALASKA | COLORADO 16 Anderson La 
AL Rivers wee | 4 Aspinall v ¥ 17 Arends I 
ARIZONA | Secure NY 19 Chiperfield Y Y 61 62 
2 Udall M. y ov 3 Chenoweth oe | 20 Findley 7 i¥ 
1 Rhodes N Y 2 Dominick N Y 14 Hoffman ae IOWA 
ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT 15 Mason Lats 6 Coad + *¥ 
5 Alford ¥' + 1 Daddario N Y 18 Michel ee 5 Smith ve 
] Gathings - Fy 3 Giaimo N Y 22 Springer ie 2 Bromwell . © 
4 Harris h Aa AL Kowalski ae | Chicago Cook County 3 Gross Y Y 
2 Mills ee 5 Monagan N Y 1 Dawson a2 8 Hoeven 7: F 
6 Norrell C. N Y 2 Seely-Brown N Y | 12 Finnegan 1 7 Jensen nets 
3 Trimble ¥ ¥ 4 Sibal N Y 5 Kluczynski * ¥% 4 Kyl a 
CALIFORNIA DELAWARE | 7 Libonati 7 1 Schwengel ee 
7 Cohelan N Y AL McDowell Y ¥ | 3 Murphy ¥ x KANSAS 
14 Hagen N Y FLORIDA 6 O'Brien we 5 Breeding T.¥ 
2 Johnson ie oe 2 Bennett N Y | 2 O'Hara , as 1 Avery ¥.¥ 
11 McFall Y ¥ 4 Fascell ee 11 Pucinski . 2 6 Dole 7 fF 
1 Miller C. YY 7 Haley NY | 8 Rostenkowski Y Y 2 Ellsworth / ? 
8 Miller G.P. Y¥ 5 Herlong ¥ yy | 9 Yates i oe 3 McVey ¥, oF 
3 Moss w-¥ 8 Matthews 7 | 13 Church , ie 2 4 Shriver a 
29 Saund Y Y 6 Rogers YY | 10 Collier Y Y KENTUCKY 
5 Shelley \ 3 Sikes N Y | 4 Derwinski ef 3 Burke N Y 
27 Sheppard N Y 1 Cramer N Y | INDIANA 4 Chelf N Y 
12 Sisk Y Y GEORGIA | 3 Brademas Yo 2 Natcher N Y 
6 Baldwin "- 8 Blitch . | 8 Denton 7 ‘Y. 7 Perkins N Y 
10 Gubser N Y 5 Davis J.C. N Y | 1 Madden 5 Spence ae 5 
4 Mailliard N Y 7 Davis J.W. N Y | 5 Roush ¥r'e 1 Stubblefield ¥ ¥ 
13 Teague N Y 4 Flynt rh 4 Adair 4 deh! 6 Watts b ee 
28 Utt N Y 3 Forrester ee 7 Bray did 8 Siler ed 
30 Wilson N Y 1 Hagan Y Y | 11 Bruce me | LOUISIANA 
9 Younger N Y 9 Landrum ¥%.¥ | 2 Halleck N Y Boggs Y Y 
Los Angeles Co. 2 Pilcher . 10 Harvey ba 4 Brooks N Y 
22 Corman Fay 10 Stephens ¥ ¥ | 6 Roudebush Se i | 1 Hebert N Y 
23 Doyle N Y 6 Vinson N Y | 9 Wilson N Y | 8 McSween ’.¥ 
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CQ House Votes 61 through 62. 


(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Cal!l Vote Nos. 119, 120.) 





























61 62 61 62 61 62 61 62 
6 Morrison - ¥ NEBRASKA 5 Scott N Y 6 McMillan Y 
5 Passman N Y 3 Beermann * ®¥ 12 Taylor , 2 Riley %W¥ 
7 Thompson : 2 Cunningham Y Y 11 Whitener N Y 1 Rivers N 
3 Willis x *¥ 4 Martin N Y 10 Jonas N Y SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE 1 Weaver N Y NORTH DAKOTA 2 Berry , ls 4 
1 Garland NY NEVADA AL Nygaard ¥. ¥ 1 Reifel 7 
3 McIntire N Y AL Baring : ae AL Sbort jek TENNESSEE 
2 Tupper N Y NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass 7 3 
MARYLAND 2 Bass N Y 9 Ashley .:? | 9 Davis ¥ ¥ 
2 Brewster N Y 1 Merrow N Y 11 Cook Y Y 8 Everett ¥ ¥ 
4 Fallon Y Y NEW JERSEY 20 Feighan N Y 4 Evins ? ? 
7 Friedel Y ¢ 11 Addonizio Y Y 18 Hays Y Y | 3 Frazier ? ? 
3 Germatz ..e 14 Daniels . ed 19 Kirwan 7 oe 5 Loser _ 
1 Johnson ¥- | 13 Gallagher - 10 Moeller 7 ¥ | 7 Murray N Y 
5 Lankford N Y | 8 Joelson ¥.F 21 Vanik Tv | 2 Baker . a 
6 Mathias N Y | 10 Rodino 7 17 Ashbrook 7 fF | 1 Reece L, 7 = 
MASSACHUSETTS | 4 Thompson hs | 14 Ayres y. ¥ | TEXAS 
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13 Burke N Y | 1 Cabill N Y | 22 Bolton 7. 2 Brooks . © 
4 Donohue N Y | 6 Dwyer N Y | 16 Bou N Y 17 Burleson 7 ¥ 
7 Lene N Y | 5 Frelinghuysen N Y | 7 Brown . v 22 Casey * ¥ 
8 Macdonald N Y 2 Glenn N Y | 2 Clancy N Y | 7 Dowdy YF 
12 McCormack N Y | 9 Osmers N Y | 12 Devine N Y 21 Fisher 7" ¥ 
11 O'Neill N Y | 12 Wallbauser N Y | 6 Harsha es 13 Ikard . ¥ 
3 Philbin ~~ y | 7 Widnall N Y | 5 Latta " ¥ 20 Kilday N Y 
6 Bates N Y NEW MEXICO 4 McCulloch N Y 15 Kilgore ? ? 
1 Conte N Y AL Montoya ¥ ¥ | 23 Minsball oF 19 Mahon N Y 
10 Curtis N Y AL Morris Y Y 15 Moorebead 7. * 1 Patman Y Y 
9 Keith N Y NEW YORK | 13 Mosber N Y 11 Poage N Y 
14 Martin x ? 41 Dulski Y Y | 3 Schenck Y Y | _4 Rayburn 
5 Morse N Y 30 O’Brien Y Y 1 Scherer N Y | 18 Rogers aM 
MICHIGAN 1 Pike N Y | OKLAHOMA | 16 Rutherford Y Y 
7 O'Hara N Y 32 Stratton N Y | 3 Albert Y ¥ 6 Teague ‘¥ 
12 Bennett N Y 27 Barry N Y | 2 Edmondson - ¥ 8 Thomas N Y 
18 Broomfield N Y 3 Becker Y Y 5 Jarman 7. 9 Thompson Y ¥ 
10 Cederberg N Y 2 Derounian N Y 4 Steed v-F¥ | 10 Thornberry ¥..¥ 
6 Chamberlain N Y 26 Dooley N Y 6 Wickersham . ¥ | 12 Wright - ee 
5 Ford N Y 43 Goodell ? ? | 1 Belcher N Y | 14 Young Y Y 
9 Griffin 7. = 33 Kilburn N Y | OREGON 5 Alger N Y 
8 Harvey N Y 31 King N Y 3 Green x * UTAH 
4 Hof{man a 40 Miller X ? | 2.Ullman va 2 King N Y 
3 Johansen Y ¥ 39 Ostertag N Y i 4 Durno : a 1 Peterson N Y 
11 Knox N Y 42 Pillion N Y 1 Norblad N Y VERMONT 
2 Meader NY 34 Pirnie Y Y | PENNSYLVANIA AL Stafford N Y 
Detroit - Wayne County 35 Rieblman N Y | 25 Clark ee | VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs Y ¥ 37 Robison N Y | 21 Dent ¥ ¥ | 4 Abbitt , ¥ 
15 Dingell! N Y 28 St. George N Y | 11 Flood N Y | 1 Downing N Y 
17 Griffiths Y Y 36 Taber xX ? | 30 Holland ¥ ¥ | 3 Gary N Y 
16 Lesinski i J 38 Weis 2 28 Moorhead yY ¥ 2 Hardy N Y 
1 Machrowicz _ . 29 Wharton N Y 26 Morgan Y Y | 7 Harrison Ta 
14 Rabaut es New York City 14 Rhodes ¥. 9 Jennings Riek 
MINNESOTA 5 Addabbo 7 ¥ 15 Walter N Y 8 Smith ¥ u¥ 
8 Blatnik Y ¥ 8 Anfuso . ¥ | 29 Corbett N Y | 5 Tuck a 
4 Karth oo | 24 Buckley Vv ? | 8 Curtin N Y 10 Broyhill +. = 
6 Marshall Y Y 12 Carey NY | 9 Dague NY | _6 Poff N Y 
7 Andersen vy ¥ 11 Celler v ? | 12 Fenton N Y WASHINGTON 
5 Judd N Y 7 Delaney Y Y | 27 Fulton N Y 3 Hansen J ? 
9 Langen Y Y 19 Farbstein Y ¥ | 23 Gavin N Y | 7 Magnuson 7 = 
3 MacGregor a 23 Gilbert > ne | 19 Goodling N Y 5 Horan N Y 
2 Nelsen vY 7¥ 22 Healey ed | 24 Keams N Y | 4 May Y ¥ 
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3 Smith ¥ ¥ 16 Powell .-. | 13 Schweiker N Y 3 Bailey y.¥ 
2 Whitten N Y 14 Rooney N Y | 10 Scranton N Y | 4 Hechler os 
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8 Ichord To. 15 Ray N Y 5 Green ee 2 Kastermeier 7. = 
10 Jones — = NORTH CAROLINA | 4 Nix Y ¥ | 5 Reuss ef 
1 Karsten YY ¥ 9 Alexander ey | 6 Toll “2 | 4 Zablocki .¥ 
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The Week In Congress 





Berlin Response President Kennedy’s address to the nation on the 


Berlin crisis won bipartisan approval and set off a 
week of accelerated activity on Capitol Hill. The President asked for nearly $3.5 
billion in new military-civil defense funds and for authority to increase military 
manpower through doubled and tripled draft calls and active duty orders for some 


reserve units. 


proposals, with swift floor action expected. 
programs would necessitate holding down all non-defense spending. 


Farm Bill 


The Senate July 26 passed an omnibus farm bill 
providing new weapons to attack the surplus wheat 
and feed grains problem and extending and broaden- 
ing other agricultural programs. Debate centered 
on provisions which would have sheltered farmer 
cooperatives from the application of the Sherman 
and Clayton Antitrust Acts, (Page 1305) 


Foreign Aid 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee July 24 
reported the foreign aid bill, and the Senate was 
expected to complete action on the bill shortly. As 
reported, the bill gave the President most of the 
authority he had requested including the authority to 
borrow $8.8 billionfrom the Treasury during fiscal 
1962 and the following four years to finance long- 
term development loans. CQ carries detailed provi- 
sions. (Page 1315) 


Other Actions 


Congress cleared for the President a bill appropriat- 
ing $641,135,800 for the Commerce Department and 
the Executive Office.... The legislative appropriation 
bill was in conference while the House passed a bill 
appropriating $883,359,000 for military construc- 
tion.... A bill expanding community health facilities 
through increased federal grants-in-aid was passed 
by the House, (Page 1308-10) 


Congressional hearings got under way at once on the President’s 


Republicans said the stepped-up 
(Page 1303) 





Indian Task Force 


A July 10 task force report on Indians out- 
lined the problems facing the nation’s first in- 
habitants and laid the groundwork for remedial 
action. Now the Interior Department and several 
Members of Congress hope to launch new pro- 
grams to foster economic development on the 
reservations. A fact sheet summarizes the task 
force report and proposed legislation. (Page 
1328) 














Roll-Call Votes 


SENATE: Farm bill, p. 1329, 


HOUSE: Military construction, p. 1330. 











In the Committees 


A bill embodying Administration requests to con- 
solidate and supplement conflict of interest laws was 
reported in the House....reports were filed on bills 
to create a Federal Council on the Arts and reorg- 
anize the FCC,... Hearings began onthe President’s 
controversial program to finance medical care for 
the aged under social security....and committees also 
looked into legislation to help the depressed lead- 
zinc industry, revise the antitrust laws relating to 
the drug industry and enable the self-employed to 
set up pension plans. (Page 1311-16) 


Political Notes 


A fight among New York City Democrats for the 
Mayor’s office threatens Tammany’s supremacy over 
the city’s political life.... Sen. Goldwater predicts 
GOP Senate gains inthe 1962 Congressional elections 
... Texas Democrats turn tothe Republican party.... 
Sen. Ervin to run again.... Virginia Republicans 
complete their gubernatorial ticket.... Rep. Roush 
(D Ind.), victim of a five month recount delay, has 
introduced a bill to allow vote recounts by the indi- 
vidual states in Congressional elections. (Page 
1317-18) 
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